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feel at liberty to call the previous question on the 
special order. My colleague, (Mr. Corwin,] who 
has the control of the question, is absent on ac- 
count of the death of a distinguished citizen of 
Ohio. 

Mr. PHELPS. To-morrow the gentleman 
from Ohio can get up the Post Office appropria- || 
tion bill. Itis not objection day in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A dozen objections will be 
made to taking up public business on private bill 
day. Iinsist on my motion. I] 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand tellers on second- | 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burcu and 
Lovesoy were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes forty-eight. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of accom- 
modating gentleman on all sides I withdraw my | 
motion; and I now move that the further torisdd- 
eration of the special order be postponed until 
Saturday next, after the morning hour. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to that; we want the 
orivate bill days for the Private Calendar. We 
fave not once this session had the Private Calen- 
dar under consideration. 1] 

Mr.PHELPS. To-morrowis discussion day in’ || 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri 
vate Calendar, and nothing will be accomplished. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It ought to be made objection 
day. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 


It ought to be made ob- | 
jection day. I agree with the gentleman from | 
Illinois. We have not done any business on the 
Private Calendar this session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demand the previous || 
question. 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand tellers on second- 
ing the call for the previous question. 

Tellers were Bate and Messrs. Lovesoy | 
and Hewmick were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the previous ques- 
tion was not seconded, the tellers having reported 
—ayes forty-three; noes not counted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to postpone. 

r. LOVEJOY. Is not the question debatable? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. [ want to debate the 
Mr. SICKLES. I take it that the whole merits | 

of the question are now open to debate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 insist that | 
only the question of postponement is debatable. | 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 


confine the debate to its proper limits. 


DEFENSE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise to make 
a privileged report. I will oceupy only five 
minutes. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I will yield for the reception 
of the report. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I submit, from 
the special committee of five, the following report | 
In part. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


The select committee of five, appointed by the House 
on the 9th of January, 1861, respecttully submit the follow- | 
ing report in part: 

On the 26th of January, the following resolution was 
reterred to said committee : 

** Resolved, That the select committee of five be in- 
structed to inquire whether any secret organization, hos- 
tile to the Government of the United States, exists in the 
District of Columbia; and if so, whether any official or 
employé of the city of Washington, or any employés or 
officers of the Federal Government, in the executive or 
judicial departmeuts, are members thereof.” 

The committee entered upon the investigation under a 
deep sense of the importance and the intrinsic difficulty of | 
the inquiry. To prove the existence of a secret organiza- | 
bon, lLaving for its object the resistance to, and overthrow 
of, the Government, would, in the very nature of the case, 
be a difficult task, if such an organization really existed. 
On the other hand, in a time of high excitoment, conse- 
quent apon revolutionary events transpiring all around us, 
the very air filled with rumors, and individuals induiging 
in the inmost extravagant expressions of fears and threats, it 
might well be thought difficult to elicit such clear proof as 
would enable the committee to pronounce autheritatively | 
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uestion, 











|| District. 


} that no such organization existed, and thus contribute to 
| the quiet of the public mind and the peace of the country. 
| The committee have pursued their labors with a determ- 


ination, on their part, to ascertain the real facts, so fer as 
possible. And if, sometimes, they have permitted inquiries | 
and admitted testimony not strictly within the rules of evi- 
dence, or within the scope of the resolution, it is to be 
attributed to their great anxiety to elicit the real facts, and | 
to remove unfounded apprehensions. | 
The extraordinary excitement existing prior to the late 
presidential election led disaffected persons of high and | 


| lew position, after the result of that election became known, 


to consult together on the question of submitting to that 

result, and also upon various modes of resistance. Among 

other modes, resistance to counting the ballots, to the in- | 
auguration of Mr. Lincoln, the seizure of the Capitol and 
the District of Columbia, were discussed informally in this 
city and elsewhere. But too much diversity of opinion 
seems to have existed to admit of the adoption of any well- 
organized plan, until some of the States commenced to re- 
duce their theories of secession to practice. Since then, | 
persons thus disaffected seem to have adopted the idea that 


| all resistance to the Government, if there is to be any, | 


should have at least the color of State authority. If the 
purpose was at any time entertained of forming an organ- 
ization, secret or open, to seize the District of Columbia, 
attack the Capitol, or prevent the inauguration of Mr. Lin 


| coln, it seems to have been rendered contingent upon the 


secession of either Maryland, or Virginia, or both, and the 
sanctioh of one of those States. 

Certain organizations in this District and in Maryland, 
that prior to the election seem to have been only political 
clubs, have since assumed the character of military organ- | 
izations, are now engaged in drilling, and expect to provide 
themselves with arms—some from the State authorities and 
others from private subscriptions. But,so far as the com- 
mittee were able to learn their purposes, while they sympa- 


thized strongly with secession, there is no proof that they || 


itstend to attack either the Capitol or the District, unless the | 
surrender should be demanded by a State to which they pro- 
fess a higher degree of allegiance. Some of those companies 
in Baltimore profess to be drilling for the sole purpose of pre- 
venting other military companies from passing through the 
State of Maryland. Whether these representations of the 
purposes of those companies be correct or not, the com- 
mittee have failed to discover any satisfactory evidence 
that they have any purpose whatever, as a mere mob, with- 
out the sanction of State authority, to attack the Capitol, 
or any other publie property in this District, or to seize the 
If it should be admit! ed that any one of these or- 
ganizations were hostile to the Government, or entertained 
unlawful purposes, they are in no proper sense secret; and 
are therefore not such as are contemplated in the resolution 
of the House. 

The committee are unanimously of the opinion that the 


evidence produced before them does not prove the exist- || 


ence of a secret organization, here or elsewhere, hostile to 
the Government, that has for its object, upon its own re- 
sponsibility, an attack upon the Capitol, or any of the pub- 
lic property here, or an interruption of any of the functions 
of the Government. 

The committee submit herewith all the testimony taken 
upon the subject, and ask that the same, and this report, be 
printed, and that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject. 


Mr. BRANCH. I present the following report 
as a minority report. Itis brief. I will read it | 
myself. It is as follows: 


Mr. Brancu, a member of the special committee of five, 
raised on the 9th January, by leave, presents bis views, as 
follows: | 

That he concurs entirely with the majority of the com- 
mittee, that the testimony adduced before the committee | 
does not establish the existence of a conspiracy, orcombin- | 
ation, Or a purpose on the part of any persons, to seize the | 
public property in the District of Columbia, or to interfere 
with the regular operations of the Government. 

He thinks it has been established (notwithstanding the 
difliculty of proving a negative) that no such conspiracy 
does exist, either in this District or elsewhere. 

It appearing from the testimony of Lieutenant General 
Scott, taken before the committee, that seven companies 
of artillery and one company of sappers and miners, of the 
regular Army, have been ordered to, and are quartered in, 
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tleman will withdraw his demand for the previous 
question for a moment. 

Mr. BRANCH. I will. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I supposed that 
the report I had the honor to submit was wnani- 
mous, so far as it goes. I would readily have 
given my assent to any member of the committee 
to present the views of a minority, on any subject 
we have acted on. lam notaware that the com- 


| mittee had the subject of this resolution before 


them. At all events, they had no opportunity to 
vote on it. Nor do I understand how there can 
be a minority report before the House. |} do not 
object to it; but [deem it due to the committee to 
say, that they have never been called to vote one 
way or the other on this resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. In reply to the honorable 
chairman of the committee, | will say, that I did 
not present the resolution as the views of the com- 
mittee. I present it as a minority resolution, I 


know the fact that the committee have not voted 


on the resolution. I entertain the hope, however, 
that the members of the committee will vote for 
itin the House. The honorable chairman of the 
committee mistook me very much, if he supposed 
that I presented the resolution as recommended 


| by a majority of the committee. 


| what I did mean. 





Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Let me explain 
Unless the resolution came 
here asa thing acted on by the committee, it could 
not now be before this House, except by unani- 
mous consent. The simple question is, whether my 
friend from North Carolina offers this resolution 
as a member of the House, or as something that 
has received the action of the committee, and 
therefore privileged, like the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution 
was received, no objection being made. Objec- 
tion would have kept it out, 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. If it had been 


| stated thatany member desired to submit a minor- 


ity report, the good understanding and good feel- 
ing of the committee would not have denied that 
wivilege. Therefore, | was unwilling to object; 
yut I do not think it properly here at this time, at 
least so far as the resolution is concerned. It 
ought to be introduced upon the gentleman’s own 
motion, as a member of the House; and then it 
will be subject to objection. 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor, and said: 
Does the Chair decide that the resolution is now 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair in- 
timated to the gentleman from Michigan that the 
minority report was not in order, and could not 


have been received except by general consent; 
that the resolution accompanying that report, as 


part and parcel of it, would have been rejected; 
and the Chair would have ruled it out of order if 
any gentleman had objected to it, It is now re- 
ceived; and, in the opinion of the Chair, is now 
before the House. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. How could 


| we have known what it was until it was read ? 





this city, in elose vicinity to the Capitol, under the mis- |} 
taken belief that the public property in the District Was or || 


would be in danger; and the comrittee being unanimously 
of the opinion that no combination, cr conspiracy, or pur- 
pose hostile to the Government or its property exists, the 
undersigned recommends the passage of the following res- 
olution. L. O’B. BRANCH. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I move thatthe 

report and accompanying evidence be printed. 
Mr. BRANCH. Let my resolution be read. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the quartering of troops of the regular | 
Army in this Districtand around the Capito], when not ne- 
cessary for their protection from a hostile enemy, and dur- 
ing the session of Congress, is impolitic and offensive, and, 
if permitted, may be destructive of civil liberty ; and, in the 
opinion of this House, the regular troops now in this city 
ought to be forthwith removed therefrom. | 


Mr. BRANCH. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on that resolution. 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I hope the gen- | 


| debate unless it is in order. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was read as 
part and parcel of the report. 

Mr. BRANCH. Let it not be forgotten that 
I am still upon the floor. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object to 
The previous ques- 
tion has been called. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope that no gentleman will 


object to my stating, in response to what has 


|| fallen from the gentleman from Michigan, that, 


through all the deliberations of the committee, 
charged, as it is, with as important a subject as 
was ever referred by this House to any commit- 
tee, there has been the utmost courtesy and kind- 
ness of feeling among all the members personally. 
And I will say further, so far as this investigation 


iy 


is concerned, | am proud to say, that every mem 


| ber of the committee has exhibited the utmost 
| candor and fairness; and that there has been man- 


ifested no desire upon the part of any one to sup- 
press the truth, or to make that appear to be true 
which was net clearly so. I take pleasure in 
making that declaration. 
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i have already called the previous question, and 
I believe the Speaker understood it. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
from Massachusetts was upon the floor, and, ac- 
juiescing in the remarks of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, the Chair did not interrupt him, 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the Speaker decide that 
I have not the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


In the opinion 


7 
} 


The gentleman | 


’ : 


Clerk’s desk; either that which purports to be a 
minority report or the resolution which the gen- 
tlemah has appended to his minority report. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. 1 wish to a a ques- 
tion just here. 
Mr. DAWES. 


Notnow. Itisthrough much 


| tribulation that I got the floor, and if I can retain 


of the Chatr, the gentleman from North Carolina | 


had relinquished the floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the Speaker understand 
that 1 called the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not, 

Mr. BRANCH. Icalled the previous question 
most distinctly; and I appeal to every member of 
the House to support that assertion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from North Carolina did demand the previous 


pressly to withdraw it. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
condition that I did not lose my privilege of in- 
sisting upon the previous question, and so I dis- 
tinctly stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
reach the ear of the Speaker. 

Mr. DAWES. Have | the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
is recognized, 

Mr. BRANCH. LT ask the Speaker if he does 
not understand that I have called the previous 
question: 

Mr. DAWES. Cannot I be protected in my 

ossession of the floor? 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the Speaker understand 
that the previous question has been called ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempére. In the opinion 
of the Chair, the gentleman from North Carolina 
withdrew the demand for the previous question; 


That did not | 


itl will. The gentleman from North Carolina 
rises in his seat, and, without the slightest inti- 
mation to any of his colleagues upon the com- 
mittee, so far as I know, commences reading a 
minority report, after having induced the other 
members of the committee, in their desire to have 
an unanimous report, to yicld as far as they could, 
impressions which the evidence made upon their 
minds. He closed his minority report with a res- 
olution—the first intimation any other member of 


|| the committee had of the existence of the resolu- 


The gentleman | 





but if the gentleman insists that he desires or in- | 


tends to renew it, an oppertunity will be pre- 
sented to renew it. 
chusetts is now upon the floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. [not only did not intend to 
give up my privilege, but I never intended to 
withdraw the previous question. I consented that 
the gentleman from M 
coneerned, might submit any remarks he desired; 
but I never withdrew the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from North Carolina unquestionably withdrew 


tleman will have an opportunity to presentagain || 
the demand for the previous question; but at this | 


time the gentleman from Massachusetts is upon 
the floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire to know, then, 
whether the previous question is not pending 
upon the resolution? ; 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks 
not. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then, I suppose the Chair 
differs with me upon a matter of fact; and upon 
a matter of fact there is no appeal. But I doap- 
peal to every member whether | am not correct. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have to request 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. DAWES. 
proceed? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentle- 
man yield me a moment? 

Mr. DAWES. In a few minutes. 





The gen- 


The gentleman from Massa- | 


. | to its introduction. 
question; but, at the suggestion of the gentleman || 
from Michigan, the Chair understood him ex- 


tion. It is then too late for anybody to object 


every member of the committee from expressing 


| his views upon that minority report, or upon the 
I yielded the floor only upon || resolution. And this is offered by the gentleman, 
| after having confessed to the House that there 


_ has been the utmost harmony and good feeling in 


that committee from the beginning to the end. I 


| must confess, Mr. Speaker, that I hardly ex- 


pected, when I yielded—as my friend from North 
Carolina knows I did—the strong impressions 
made upon my mind by the testimony produced 
before the committee, from my desire, in which 


| | thought I was met fully by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, to have a unanimous report from | 


the committee, that he would introduce such a 


| resolution. 


Mr. BRANCH. I desire to respond to the gen- | 


tleman in reference to this personal matter, but I 
will interrapt him only at such point as is agree- 
able to himself. I claim the right to interrupt 
him, but he may select his own time. 


Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from North Car- | 


olina, it seems to me, failed to understand the po- 
sition of the other members of the committee when 
he states, in what now purports to be a minority 
report, that it is proved, according to the unani- 
mous opinion of that committee, that no such 
conspiracy existed. On the contrary, the unan- 


'| imous conclusion to which the committee came 


ichigan, so far as I was | 
| Spiracy existed. 


The gentleman | 


was, that it was not proved that any such con- 
It was a Scotch verdict, and 
nothing more, which the committee came to the 
unanimous conclusion to render in this case. 


| Under these circumstances, the gentleman from 
the demand for the previous question at the sug- || 
gestion of the gentleman from Michigan. Thegen- || 


Why am I not permitted to || . 
| to point out wherein the evidence showed that at 


tleman from North Carolina assures the House | 


that the utmost harmony, good feeling, and good 
understanding, have prevailed in the committee 
from the beginning to the end of the investigation. 
I want now to state to the House that when this 
majority report was presented to the committee, 
it was unanimously agreed to, and each member 
of the committee, in an anxious desire to have a 


unanimons report, yielded mach of his own im- || 


pressions and inclinations m reference to the tes- | 


timony submitted tothem, A unanimous report, | 
in the language submitted by the chairman of the | 


committee, Was agreed upon this morning in the 
committee. No member of the committee, I ven- 
ture to say, ever heard of the papers which the 
gentleman from North Carolina read from the 


| 


North Carolina has felt it his duty, | have no 
doubt, to introduce a resolution that these troops 
should be removed from the District of Columbia. 

In my opinion, sir, the reason that we have hot 


been able to prove the existence of such a con- | 
| spiracy here, is because of the very presence of | 


these troops in the District of Columbia, which 
prevented that conspiracy from ripening into fru- 
ition. Sir, the presence of these troops here has 
enabled this committee to present to the House 
this report, that that which, to my mind, it is per- 
fectly clear was at one time contemplated, and 
proceeded to some extent in its formation, was 


| nipped in the bud and stifled by the presence of | 
these troops in this city. The gentleman from 


North Carolina could not have obtained, I think, 
from any member of the committee, a sanction of 
the minority report which he has presented. 

As I said before, in the desire to produce a 
unanimous report, we yielded much, and omitted 


one time there did exist, in the minds of very 
many disturbed and restless men in and about 


this District, in the borders of Maryland and Vir- 


ginia, an intention, if certain events transpired, 


|| according to what they believed was the tendency 
| of things, to march upon this capital and seize | 


the archives. I do not believe that there does 
exist, now, any such a in the minds of 
men round abvutus here; but it is because it has 


become too apparent to men that discretion is the 


better part of valor; because events over which 
they had no control have crushed it out. I move 
to lay the resolution of the gentleman from North 
Carolina upon the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. I demand the privilege of a 
personal reply to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts—a personal explanation. I have a right to 
it under the rules. The rules of the House give 
me the right. The gentleman from Massachu- 


: He followed that up with a | 
| call for the previous question, thereby cutting off | 
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February 14, 
setts has alluded to me personally; and under the 
rules, | have a right to make a personal expla- 
nation in reply to him. 

| The gentleman from Massachusetts says that 
| no member of the committee had ever seen this 
resolution before I presented it. I have already 
stated that I did not offer this resolution as beine 
approved or sanctioned by any member of the 
| committee but myself. y name, and my name 
alone, is signed to the report that preceded the 
resolution. But I desire to ask the gentleman 
| from Massachusetts a question. Did I not, in 
| the committee, in open session, this day, say to 
| the committee that I desi 2d to present a resolu- 
_ tion requesting the President to remove the troops 
| from this District; but that I knew I stood alone 
in the committee in that regard, and that it was 
useless to present it to the committee, because it 
would be voted down; and I would ask him fur- 
ther, whether he himself was not the first gentle- 
man to speak out and say that it was useless? [ 
I desire the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
respond to that question, 

Mr. DAWES. Most certainiy; and that is the 
reason why I supposed that the resolution would 
never be heard of in the shape of a minority 
report. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has admitted the whole ground 
| on which my vindication rests from the charge 
| brought against me of a want of courtesy. 

Mr. DAWES. Is this question debatable? 
| What has become of my motion to lay the reso- 
lution upon the table? 

eo The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts suggests that he has made a 
motion to lay this resolution upon the table. The 
gentleman from North Carolina desired to make 
a personal explanation as a matter of courtesy. 

Mr. BRANCH. Notas a matter of courtesy, 
but under the rules of the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not objeet to the gentle- 
man’s explanation. I only wanted to know what 
had become of my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
say to the gentleman from North Carolina, if he 
will suspend fora moment, that no objection hav- 
ing been made to the exercise of the right which 
he claims, but which the Chair regards as a mere 
matter of courtesy, the gentleman proceeded, and 
the Chair feels it his duty now to permit the gen- 
tleman to proceed further. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to the gen- 
tieman’s remarks. I only want to know what 
becomes of my motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will come up 
at the proper time when the gentleman from 
North Seritine has ended his explanation. 

Mr. BRANCH. It is very singular, indeed 
that after the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
charged me with want of courtesy in presenting 
| the resolution, and then calling the previous ques- 

tion so as to prevent debate, he should rise here 
| now, and after such remarks as he has made in 
regard to myself personally, should make a mo- 

tion which would cut off further debate, and pre- 
vent me from replying. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts is mistaken 
if he supposes that I have claimed or desired that 
the House should understand that this resolution 
met the approbation of any other member of the 
committee than myself. pried it in behalf of 
myself. The report is signed by myself alone, 
and was consented to by no other member atall. 
The gentleman says that when the report of the 
chairman was read over to the committee, it was 
understood to be unanimous. It was so under- 
stood. I expressly stated in the — accom- 
panying my resolution, that I entirely concurred 
in everything contained in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee, and I informed the com- 
mittee this morning—the gentleman from Massa- 
_chusetts being present and hearing everything 
that occurred—that I concurred in all the com- 
mittee had done, and only objected to the report 
because it did not go far enough; and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts used in response to me 
| the very illustration which he has used here to-day 
in reference to the Scotch verdict. 

Now, I submit to the House whether, under all 
the circumstances, confessed and admitted by the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts, it does not come 

with ill grace from him to rise here and charge me 
with want of courtesy to any of the members of the 
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committee? I have already stated that, through- || 


out the whole deliberations of the committee, the 
utmost frankness and candor and the utmost kind- 
liness of feeling have prevailed among the mem- 
bers. I have taken no advantage of them in any 
way, and they have taken no advantage of me. 
I would not, if I could, take advantage to foist on 
them anything that they did not approve. I con- || 
curred in their report from an earnest desire that 
the report should be unanimous. I concurred in 
it with a statement, at the time, that it did not go 
as far as I desired it to go, and that I should de- | 
sire to have a resolution passed requesting the || 
President to remove the Federal troops from the 

District of Columbia. The gentleman has ad- 

mitted that. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from North | 
Carolina has done just this: he has, by the course | 
he has taken, unknown to the rest of the com- 
mittee, succeeded in getting a resolution before | 
the House that it would not have been in order | 
for him to have got before the House under the || 
action of the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
that,in any instance, since I have been a member 
of Congress, the privilege has been denied toa 
member of the minority of a committee to pre- | 
sent his views; and in four such instances out of 
five, they have been accompanied by a resolu- 
tion, or by a bill; and. I have never heard thata 
resolution or a bill thus brought before the House | 
was out of order, or was not legitimately before 
the House. At any rate, if it was not in order, 
I read the reportaloud from the Clerk’s desk, and 
the Clerk read the resolution by which it was | 
accompanied. I offered it in good faith, and 
pressed it under the belief that it was in order, 
and that it was proper to pass it; and neither the 
gentleman from Sdocmadanigtia, nor any other 
gentleman, made a point of order, nor objected to | 
its reception. When I called the previous ques- 
tion, | did so not from a desire to prevent any 
member of the committee from expressing his 
views. I said not a word, myself, of debate. 
Instantly the chairman of the committee rose in 
his place, and desired to make a remark. I gave 
way to him, and, as the result has shown, | lost | 
thereby the motion which I had made. I have 
paid the penalty of my courtesy to the members 
of the committee; and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, who has made all this complaint of 
me, has also taken advantage of my courtesy, and 
moved to lay the resolution on the table, after the || 
Chair had stated that I should have an opportu- 
nity of calling the previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from North 
Carolina did not, I dare say, hear my remark to 
him, that I did not desire to cut off any remarks | 
he might wish to make, provided I could hold the || 
floor, and move to lay the resolution on the table, || 
as | had already done. I was perfectly willing, | 
on those terms, to hear the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

While I am on the floor, I want to ask the gen- |! 
tleman from North Carolina one question. It is | 
this: by what sort of process is it that he has 
been enabled to produce a minority report out of 
a unanimous report? 

Mr. BRANCH. I did not hear the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to ask the gentleman 
by what sort of process it is that he has been 
enabled to manufacture a minority report out of | 
a unanimous report? We have a unanimous re- 
port of the committee. I understand, therefore, 
that the committee agree to the report from the 
beginning to the end of it, and to all portions of 
it. The gentleman says that he agreed to the 
report, with the rest of us. If so, then there is 
no minority report at all. There was no impres- 
sion left on the mind of any of the committee to 
enable them to suspect the existence of a minor- 
ity report. Yet, under these circumstances, it is 
that the gentleman thinks he has fairly, and with 
courtesy to the committee, produced a minority 
report here. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks me how I am able to manufacture || 
&@ minority report out of a unanimous report. || 
The report which I have filed, and which has } 
been read to the House—as the gentleman would || 
well know if he had listened to it—sets out by || 
stating that I concurin ail that the committee has || 
stated in the majority report; the only objection || 


i) 











| to be a proper sequence from those facts. 


| report that I concur with them in this; that no 


| to which the committee are unanimous, that the 


| was contained in the report, and still go further. 


| gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Brancn;] 


| a personal character which [ desire to make is, as 
| to astatement made by the gentleman from Massa- 


I have to the report being that it did not go far 


| enough; and I then go on and state in what I | 


think the committee should have gone further. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman agrees with 
the majority reportin all its parts, he then agrees | 
that it shall stop with the resolution reported by | 
the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. It is very obvious to the 
House how a minority report can be based on 
such a report. The committee unanimously agree 
upon facts, but they refuse to adopt what I conceive 
They 
agree that no conspiracy exists, or, at least, that 
none has been proved. I state in the minority 


conspiracy has been proved, and that it is clear 
no conspiracy does exist. I then go onto say, 
as a natural consequence of those facts, in regard 


troops that were brought here in consequence of 
the belicf that there was a conspiracy ought to 
be removed from this District. I think there can 
be no difficulty, on the part of members of the 
House, in seeing how I could concur in all that 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a question of order. 
I do not wish to interpose, so long as any mem- 
ber has anything personal to explain, but Il merely 
yielded to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Howarp] to present his report. If the remarks 
of the gentleman from North Carolina are to be 
considered as a discussion of this report, then it 
seems to me they cover ground for which I did 
not yield 

Mr. BRANCH. 


\ There is one other point of a 


| personal character, which I wish to refer to, and || 


then I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
wishes to suggest to the gentleman from Illinois, 
that after the motion was made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to lay this resolution on the 
table, the Chair deemed it proper to permit the 
remarks of gentleman, which were of a personal 
character, somewhat. ‘The Chair designed, and 
yet designs, to confine this debate between the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Dawes] and the 





and when its personal character shall be disposed 
of, the Chair will put the motion to lay on the table. 
Mr. BRANCH. Theonly remaining remark of 


chusetts, which I did not hear, and which has just 
been brought to my attention. The gentleman 
has stated, as 1 am informed, that members of 





| the committee yielded somewhat their individual 


opinions, in order that the report might be unan- 
imous. In regard to that, I will state that I never 


| saw the majority report till after it was written. 


We had no conference or consultation in which I 
participated, as to what would be the character 
of the report. I neither suggested any alteration 
in the on nor was any made in it to suit my 
views. I now yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the gentleman 
from North Carolina what 1 meant to say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the ques- 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 


I claim the atten- 


| tion of the Chair. 


Mr. DAWES. I will state that the gentleman 
from New York is a member of the committee; 
and if he will either renew my motion, or let me 
do so, I will withdraw it for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man withdraw his motion? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, on condition that the gen- 
tleman will renew it. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to any such arrange- 
ment as that. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman 


| withdraws his motion to lay on the table, the Chair 


will recognize any gentleman who may address 
it. Does the gentleman withdraw his motion? 
Mr. DAWES. Not except on condition that 
the gentleman from New York will renew it. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I presume I have 
the liberty at least of pronouncing an opinion to | 
the Chair on the point raised. | 
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| from New York must be aware that it is out of 
order to discuss this question while there is a mo- 
tion pending to lay the resolution on the table. 
| His remarks can certainly have no relations of a 

personal character, as his name has not been 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 


|} mentioned in the debate. 


| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Allow me to cor- 
rect the opinion just announced by the Chair; for, 
when a discussion proceeds on a report emanat- 
ing from a committee as unanimous, and when 
the fact as to whether it is unanimous or not is 
| discussed, and as to whether there can be a mi- 
nority report before the House, there can be noth- 
| ing, In my estimation, more of a personal char- 
| acter than the question which alludes to every 
member of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
sorry that it cannot concur in opinion with the 
| gentleman from New York. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Not so sorry as 
the member on the floor is. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
| man from Massachusetts withdraw the motion to 
| lay on the table ? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the House 
| for indulgence to make a remark. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
any violation of the rules. ~ 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I havea right to 
the floor. It was yielded to me by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must 
inform the gentleman from New York that the 
| motion to lay the resolution on the table is not 
debaiable. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Linsist that 
the gentleman from New York is out of order, 
and that the rules shall be enforced. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Why, sir, I was 
| assigned the floor unconditionally. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any 
objection to the gentleman trom New York pro- 
ceeding? 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
I insist that the rules be enforced. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise to & ques- 
tion of order. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Brancu] yielded the floor to me; and 
I submit that itis not within the province of any 
gentleman to take the floor from me. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina yielded to me uncon- 
ditionally, and the floor was awarded to me with- 
out objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order made by the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. GROW. I think the gentleman from New 
York does not understand the facts. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina spoke out of order by 
the courtesy of the House, and could not, there- 
fore, yield the floor to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRANCH. I will say, that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts only got the opportunity of 
making the motion to lay the resolution on the 
table by my extending the courtesy of withdraw- 
ing temporarily the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, to enable the chairman of the committee to 
make an explanation; and | now ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts whether he will prevent 
another member of the committee from making 
an explanation which he desires to make, by in- 
sisting upon the motion to lay on the table? 

Mr. DAWES. In reply to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, I will say that I have distinctly, 
half a dozen times, offered to give the gentleman 
from New York the opportunity of explanation, 
by withdrawing the motion to lay on the table, 
if he would promise to renew the motion. But i 

have experienced some difficulty in getting the 
| floor; and that difficulty warns me to hold on to 
| the motion [ have made, unless I can have that 
assurance, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts allow me to interrupt 


Is there any 


I object to 


Yes, sir; 











him for a moment? 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
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man from Massachusetts insist upon his motion || of that grave nature which I have indicated, that 


to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. DAWES. I do. 

Mr.CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Then Iinsist 
on the rules of the House being enforced, and no 
debate allowed. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I think we have had 
explanations enough upon this resolution. Now, 


1 ask that the question may be put upon the mo- | 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts to lay | 


on the table. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 


upon the motion of the gentleman from Massa- | 


chusetts. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, who has control of the 
floor upon this resolution, will allow me to put to 
him one question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
mdulge the gentleman, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. Lobject. Lhave no dispo- 


sition not to listen to the gentleman from New 


York; buat unless the gentleman from Massachu- | 


setts withdraws the motion to lay on the table, | 
must insist ona decision of the House on that 
motion, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I desire to say to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that I accede 
to his terms. If he will withdraw the motion, | 
will renew it. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts withdraw the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table? 

Mr. DAWES. Upon that condition, I do. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I claim the 
floor. The gentleman trom New York did not 
address the Chair at allafter the motion had been 





withdrawn by the gentleman from Massachusetts. | 
1 was the only member who addressed the Chair, 


and | ask that the floor shall be assigned to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair rec- 
ognized the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from New 
York, as I said, did not address the Chair. Isay 
to the Speaker that, under the rules of this House, 
I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table was with- 
drawn bythe gentleman from Massachusetts upon 


the appeal of the gentleman from New York. The | 


gentleman from New York was upon the floor at 


the time he had been recognized by the Chair, | 


and when the motion was withdrawn, was enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There seems, in- 
deed, to have been more excitement upon this col- 
lateral point than there has been manifested in the 
discussion of the main question; and, indeed, the 


main question is not one of so great significance | 
that the equilibrium and equanimity of reasonable | 


gentlemen upon this floor should be so disturbed; 
that we should, in fact, be so frightened from our 


propriety, as to lead the country to suspect that | 
there is something concealed beneath this ques- | 


tion of so great importance and of such magnifi- 
cent proportions that, when disclosed, we all 
should be horrified and astounded at the result. 
There is, however, sir, a significance in the res- 
olution which has been submitted, a gravamen 


The Chair will | 





which cails upon members to closely and aceu- | 
rately scrutinize, and considerately determine. It | 
contains, sir, a Severe censure, In my estimation, | 


upon the Lieutenant General of the forces of the | 
United States, and upon the Executive; and it is | 


in that view that I propose to address to the 
House a few remarks at this moment. 


Ido not say that the gentleman from North | 


Carolina was necessarily in error in preferring his 
minority report; [do believe that, within the strict 
rules of courtesy and order, he is to be sustained 
in that regard in the course which he has taken; 
but respecting the resolution with which he has 
closed his remarks, I think he has exceeded the 
sroper limit, to which the courtesy extended to 
im should haye been carried. The gentleman 


will allow me to say, in this respect, that my re- | 


marks upon the presentation of that resolution 
are made with the mos entire confidence in the 
oropriety of the emotions which actuated him, 


ind of the emotions which he bas consulted. But | 


! must say, in regard to that resoeluuga, it being 
here before the House, and its significance being 


| it is proper, and itis due to every gentleman here 

who wishes to be heard upon it, and especially to 

| the members of that committee who are in some 

degree to be compromised by it, to speak and utter 
his sentiments in very degree. 

I should not hesitate to pronounce the report 

of the majority of the committee as coming strictly 


ber correctly, the resolution conferring additional 
powers upon that committee directed them to 
| inquire and examine into the existence or proba- 
| bility of an organization to interfere with the 
Federal rights, the Federal powers, and Federal 
property in the District of Columbia; but whether 
the Lieutenant General of the military forces of 
| the United States, or the Executive, or any other 
officer, was justified in having invoked armed 
| forces, was not a question within the purport of 
| these instructions, or within the purview of the 
powers of the committee. ‘Iherefore it is, sir, 
that I have taken the floor to say a word in that 
regard, that | may not, by my silence, as I am a 
member of the committee, be construed to agree 
fully in the opinions of the minority report and 
resolution submitted by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Brancu.] I deprecate as much 
as he does, or any other gentleman, the gathering 
of armed troops in the capital of the nation, where 
legislators are accustomed to assemble and laws 
are enacted; where free speech is not only toler- 
ated but sustained, in order to preserve that habit 
of freedom upon which freemen rely for their 
reputation, their integrity, and their honor. I 
dislike, quite as much as my frieng from North 
Carolina, that the military note should be heard 
on the morning air. 

I dislike, quite as much as he does, that bay- 
onets should glitter in the sun. I dislike, quite 
as much as he does, the spectacle of a regular 
army environing this city, and giving the impres- 
sion that Congress is legislating under the dicta- 
tion of myrmidons of a despotic captain. I not 
only deprecate, but Lreprobate it. But, sir, the cir- 
cumstances are not such as justly to allow the con- 
clusion he has drawn. The evidence presented 
by the chairman of the committee is conclusive on 
this point, if it be conclusrve on anything, that 
although there may now be no vestige of an or- 
ganization threatening the District of Columbia 
and the Federal power here, yet, at no remote pe- 
riod of time, there were rumors and reports at- 
tracting the attention of all, of the active existence 
of such organizations. 

It was deemed, by those intrusted with the 
preservation of the public peace, necessary to 
adopt precautionary measures. If my recollection 
be accurate, and I think it 1s, the question was 
put to the leader of the forces in this city, why it 
was that reliance was placed upon the regular 
troops instead of upon the militia of the District? 
And that he replied that, under the circumstances 
of the threatened danger, it was more wise and 
prudent to rely upon the regular troops in the face 
of aninsurrection thana militia hastily assembled, 
for the reason that untrained troops could not 
withstand, without delivering their fire, the hurling 
of missiles from an insurrectionary mob. That 
answer and that policy were approved, I believe, 
by a majority of the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. Will the gentleman from New 
York state, in justice to me, that at all times dur- 
ing the proceedings of the committee I gave out 
that | would move a reselution for the removal of 
the troops from this District if the conclusion of 
the committee was such as I thought it would be. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. That has been the 
uniform expression of my friend from North Car- 
olina,. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Before the gentleman from 
New York moves to lay the resolution upon the 
table, I desire to ask him, as a member of the 
committee, whether the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Grow,] who offered the resolution of 
inquiry, and which the House will remember I 
objected to, appeared before the committee, and 
stated upon whatauthority he had thought proper 
to bring the subject of inquiry to the notice of the 
House? 1 ask this question of the gentleman, be- 
cause at the time, representing the State of Mary- 
land upon this floor in part, | objected to the res- 
olation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
believing then, as now, that it wasa foul calumny 








|| upon the loyalty of the people of that State. De- 


within the instructions given them; for, if lremem- | 
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nied the privilege then of denouncing it, I desire 
to know whether the originator of this inquisition 
appeared before it to state what facts and reasons 
he had for submitting the resolutions? I am sat- 
isfied that the whole inquisition originated with 
those connected with the War Department; with 
the Lieutenant General of the Army, at whose 
| suggestion, it is known, the military power has 
been concentrated at the capital of the Republic; 
and I now publicly declare, what I believed at the 
time, that the object of this futile and false inqui- 
sition was either to furnish a pretext for bringing 
the troops here, and thus afford the Lieutenant 
General a color of justification for such an ex- 
traordinary act, or ia it originated with the Gov- 
ernor of Maryland, or his emissaries about this 
Capitol. The Governor of Maryland is the on] 

respectable man in the State who has had the auda- 
city to libel and calumniate his fellow-citizens by 
his published proclamation of the 3d of January 
last. He has proclaimed that he was in the pos- 
session of information not accessible to the Legis- 
lature or to people of the State, and that there did 
exist in the State an organization of hfs fellow- 
citizens, armed and prepared to invade the District 
of Columbia 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Armed, sir; and prepared to 
oe this Capitol. [Cries of ‘Order !’’] 

r. LOVEJOY. I object to these interrup- 
ruptions and this prolonging of the debate. I 
yielded only for the reception of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
| tleman make the point that debate is not in order? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ido. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
yielded for the reception of the report; and now 
that it is before the House it must be disposed of. 
| Mr. LOVEJOY. I yielded only for the recep- 
| tion of the report, and not for action on it. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I hope | may be indulged in 
a few remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has the floor, and the gentleman 
from Maryland is speaking by his courtesy. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I thank the gentleman from 
New York for his courtesy. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the gentleman 
from New York yielding to the gentleman from 
Maryland, unless he yields the floor absolutely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from New York yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I leave the matter 
to the House. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
yielding any further. 
Mr. KUNKEL. 

too late. 

Mr. COX. I think so, too. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I was upon the floor, ad- 

dressing the House by the courtesy of the gen- 
| teman from New York. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
_ cides that the gentleman from Maryland, having 
' occupied the floor by general consent, and the 
consent of the gentleman from New York, is now 
| entitled to the floor to speak for the remaining 
time of the gentleman from New York, unless he 
desires to reclaim it. [Laughter. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The gentleman 
from Maryland will, | hope, remember that I am 
under obligation to renew the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. KUNKEL resumed the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I rise toa pointof order. The 
gentleman from New York will understand that 
1 yielded him the floor merely to make a personal 
explanation, and not that he might farm it out to 
anybody he pleased. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts withdrew his motion to lay 
the resolution on the table, and the Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from New York. The gen- 
| tleman from New York yielded to the gentleman 
| from Maryland, who is now speaking upon that 
'| courtesy. The gentleman from New York will 
|| be entitled to the door whenever he thinks proper 
| to claim it. 





I insist on my point of 





I object to the gentleman 


I think the objection comes 








| Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the gentleman from 
|| Maryland will be allowed to proceed. 
} Mr. HASKIN. I object to the gentleman from 


Maryland speaking here and attacking Governor 


no 


| 
i 





1861. 
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Hicks, who is not here to defend himself. 1 | 
object to my colleague farming out the floor. | 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I risetoa pointof order. I 
only yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
Michigan to enable him to make a report; and | 
insist that the gentleman from Maryland has no 
right to take the floor under those circumstances, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. {| 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
motion, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Train, and 
Craie of Missouri, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 42, noes 71; no quorum voting 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House do | 
now adjourn. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I am upon the 
floor, and no gentleman can take it from me to 
make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has not the floor now, as the 
House is dividing on a question of appeal from || 


I call for tellers upon that 


the decision of the Chair. \| 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a point of order. 
There being no quorum, as appears by a countof | 
the tellers, no business Is in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
recount. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I desire that a quorum 
shall be present when grave questions hke this 
are under discussion; and I intend, so farasI am | 
concerned, that there shall be a quorum present. | 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for a recount. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will 
order a recount. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust, as there scems to | 
be some confusion in the House, that we will go | 
into the Committee of the Whole, and do a good | 
act by passing the Post Office bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 can end this whole matter 
if the House will hear me a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that the rules be | 
suspended, and thatthe House resolve itself into | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ° 

Mr. WINSLOW. The House is dividing, and 
that motion is out of order. | 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. | insiston my right 
to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ordered a recount. 

The tellers resumed their places; the House 
again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, 
noes 89. 

So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
now is: ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House?’’ 

Mr. WEBSTER (amid great confusion, and 
repeated cries of order) said: | hope the gentle- 
man from Iilinois will withdraw his appeal, and 
allow my colleague to proceed; and then give me 
an opportunity to reply. I will only say now, in 
regard to Governor Hicks’s course generally, that 
I believe he has been actuated by patriotic mo- | 
tives, and that his conduct has been prudent, and 
will be approved by two thirds of the people of 
my State. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker 

{Cries of ** Question !’’ ** Question !’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first thing 
in order is the question, ‘* Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as.the judgment of the House?” 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative. 

So the decision of the Chair was not sustained, 
and Mr. Kune. was ruled off the floor. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I shall proceed 
only for the purpose of courteously answering the 
the question put to me by the gentleman from 
North Carolina. I do not know that the rules of 
the House will allow me a specific answer re- 
specting what occurred in the committee; but I 
may satisfactorily answer him ina parliamentary 
manner, by referring to the files of evidence taken 
before the committee, and now upon the Clerk’s 
desk. By that evidence, it does not appear that 


I ask for a || 


The Chair has 








, ; t . ) 
' gentleman from New York [cries of * Order !”’ 
| * Order!’’ from the Republican side] to yield to 


| nently a Maryland affair, involving the honor of | 


| edification of the House and the country. 


| upon the motion to lay upon the table. 


|| It is, that if what we have just witnessed shall be 


| preserved. 


| Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, | 


| Royee, Seranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Spaulding, 


the author of the resolution was summoned before 
the committee. 

Having now concluded my remarks, I move to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
motion | demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TAPPAN. [appeal to the gentleman from 


Upon that 


New York to allow me to offer what I send to the 


Clerk’s desk, as an amendment to his motion to 
lay upon the table. 


‘Mr. HUGHES. 


I appeal to the courtesy of the 


meforamoment. [‘Object!”’ **Object!’’) desire 
to say that the question before the House is emi- 


its people. 
der!’’] 
this matter; but as it will not listen to my col- 
league, (Mr. Kunkex,] | will not at present make | 
the attempt, further than to say, that if the House 
will assign any time, and give us a fair ring, lL 
shall be ready to enter the arena for a full discus- 
sion of Maryland politics, no doubt to the great 


{Deafening cries of ** Order!”’ ** Or- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


‘The question is 


Mr. BRANCH. I desire the attention of the 
House for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any ob- | 
jection to hearing the gentleman from North Car- 
olina? {Cries of ** Object 17? 66 Object ahi 

Mr. MALLORY. I rise to a point of order. | 


repeated in the galleries, the galleries be cleared. 
{ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
suggest that it is impossible for him to distinguish 
between the commotion in the House and the | 
commotion in the galleries. [Laughter.} 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I asi: the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina—— 
{Cries of ** Call the roll!’ ** Call the roftl!* all 

over the House.] 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I want to pro- 
pose an amendment; and I ask that it be read. 
[Loud cries of ** Call the roll!” and ‘* Object!’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Order must be 
No business will be transacted until 
quiet is restored, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
[cries of *** Order!’’ **Order!’’] | presume the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina will not object to hear 
my amendment read. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, and others, 
called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, (amid great 
confusion and deafening cries to order,) said: I 
desire to offer this amendment: that the troops 
shall be removed from this city when the forts and | 
arsenals of the Federal Government, seized and 
held possession of by South Carolina, Louisiana, 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Georgia, are restored 
to the Federal authorities. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the aflirmative—yeas 124, nays 35; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald 
rich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, 








Buflinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, 
Horace F. Clark, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conk 
ling, Conway, Covode. Cox, Curtis, H.Winter Davis, John 
G. Davis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Ether- 
idge, Farusworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, 
French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, Hall, Haskin, 
Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lee, Logan, Longuecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- | 
ton, MeClernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnighit, McPher- 
son, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Fdward 
Joy Morris, Isaae N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, 
Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin RK. 
Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Kobinson, James C. Robinson, | 


Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tap 
pan, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Wade, Waldron, Waiton, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Eililu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, and Woodruff— 
124. 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barr, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, 
Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Burch. Burnett, John B. Clark, 
Burton Craige, De Jarnette, English, Florenee, Garnett, 
Jonn T. Harris, Hindman, Hughes, Kunkel, Maclay, El- 
bert S. Martin, Maynard, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, 
tust, Scott, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Thomas, 
Whiteley, Winslow, and Wrigiit—35. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


I have wished to address the House on |} 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


During the call, 
Mr. DEJARNETTE stated that Mr. Jenkins 
was confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. WELLS stated that Mr. Perrrr was com- 
pelled to leave the Hall by indisposition. 

Mr. BINGHAM stated that Mr. Hickman was 
absent on account of illness. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, stated that Mr. 
Vance was detained at home by sickness. 

Mr. FOUKE (amid omelet cries to order) 
said: | voted against laying the resolution on the 
table with the hope of having an opportunity 
to offer a substitute. The President of the United 


| States being commander-in-chief of the Army of 


the United States, has a right to quarter troops 
wheresoever he may deem the necessity requires. 
But I do not believe they are necessary in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia at this time, to protect either 
person or property. I vote ‘*ay.’’ 

Mr. PHELPS (amid cries of order) said: | 


| desire to see the troops removed from this city; 
| for | believe there is no more necessity for their 


being here than for their being in my own town. 
I vote ** no.’’ 

Mr. HINDMAN. I desire to state the reasons 
why I have not voted to lay the resolution on the 


‘table. [Cries of * Order!”” “* Order!’’} [tis be- 








cause | am not entitled to vote, (laughter, and 
cries of ** Order!’’} being outside of the bar when 
my name was called. 

Mr. HINDMAN subsequently obtained leave 
to vote, and voted in the negative. 

The result was announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was laid on the table; and 


| also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
| table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution for reference to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolwed, That there be printed for the use of this House, 
five thousand extra copies of the report and evidence sub 
mitted by the committee of five on the subject of a secret 
hostile organization. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would say to the gentle- 
man that this is the first document that has been 
submitted here since I have been a member of 
Congress that I really believe ought to be pub- 
lished, and I hope he will increase the number of 
extra copies to twenty thousand. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The resolution 
must go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope that by unanimous 
consent the resolution will be adopted now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That can- 
not be done. The law requires that the resolution 
shall go to the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was, as the law requires, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

And then, on motion of Mr. THOMAS, (at 
four o’clock and twenty-three minutes, p. m.,) 
the House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 15, 186). 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
eating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, Lieutenant Michler’s report of his survey 
for an inter-oceanic ship canal near the Isthmus 
of Darien; which was ordered to lie on the table: 
and a motion by Mr. Green to print the report 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 


Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the Consti- 
tution as itis, and the enforcement of all the laws; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. THOMSON presented’ memorial of citi- 
zens of Caldwell, Essex ‘county, New Jersey, 


| praying the adoption ot the proposition of the 


epresentatives of the border Stai#s for the ad- 


| justmentof the present sectional difficulties; which 


was ordered to lie on the table. a 
Mr. SAULSBURY presented a petition of 
William Thorn, praying to be allowed his wages 


; and expenses during the time he was absent trom 


|| his employmentin the navy-yard at Washington 





a 


eee 
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on account of an injury received while in the dis- 
charge of his duty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. | 
Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of citi- 
zens Of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the | 
Constituuon as it is, and the enforcement of all 
the laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. ‘TRUMBULL presented a petition of one 
hundred legal voters of Chicago, Illinois, ex- 
pressing their attachment to the Constitution and 
laws, and their opposition to compromises, and 
asking Congress to adopt such measures as may 
be necessary to preserve the public property, 
maintain the honor of the flag, and the integrity 
of the Union; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
Mr. RICE. I have a memorial similar to the 
one that I presented yesterday, praying that the 
present difficulties may be adjusted upon the plan | 
submitted by the honorable Senator from Ken- | 


tucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] or some similar plan. |) 


I will state to the Senate that this memorial is | 
somewhat significant. Itissigned by Rev. Thomas | 
L. Grace, bishop of St. Paul, a man well known | 
not only in Minnesota, but in other parts of the | 
country, and highly esteemed for his intelligence | 
and piety. [tis also signed by the vicar general, 
and by the priests of the Catholic church, and b 

some two hundred voters of the ery of St. Soak. 
all prominent and highly respectable citizens. I 


lt was so ordered. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Claims, |} The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 


to whom was referred the memorial of Alexander || 


Wilson, praying remuneration for expenses in- 
curred, and compensation for his services, while | 
United States attorney for the Territory of Utah, | 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 


to be printed, 1] 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the petition of B. F. Rittenhouse, a 
clerk in the office of the Register of the Treasury, | 
praying compensation for extra services, submit- 
ted an adverse report; which was ordered to be | 
printed, 

WILLIAM COWING. 


Mr. BRAGG. The Committee on Claims, to | 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 623) for | 
the relief of William Cowing, have instructed me | 
to report it back, with a recommendation that | 
it pass; and also, to ask that the bill be put on 
its passage now. *I will state that it passed the | 
committee unanimously. It isa little claim for | 
$126, for some meritorious extra services that | 
were performed in one of the Departments, which | 
ought to be allowed. It has passed the other | 
House, and I hope it will pass the Senate at | 
once. | 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. | 
623) for the relief of William Cowing was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to William Cowing $126, in full for additional 
allowance as clerk, under the provisions of the 
second section of the ** Act making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- | 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. THOMSON. | ask to be excused from | 
further service upon the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs. 

Mr. GRIMES. What is that for? 

Mr. THOMSON. 1 am tired of it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. GRIMES. I ask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill No. 459 for consideration. It is a pri- 
yate bill. 

Mr. LANE. I shall not object to taking it up. 
I only ask the Senator to allow me to introduce a 
resolution for reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state now thatthe order of business must be main- 
tained. If the Senator from lowa gives way he 
may not obtain the floor again. 

Mr. LANE. I would not take the floor from 
him. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. We fall into inex- 


| 
| 
ernment,’’ approved August 31, 1852. | 
| 





| tricable confusion by one Senator getting the floor 
and handing it around to other Senators for spe- 
cial purposes. By general consent, the resolution 
of the Senator from Oregon will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the necessity and expediency of ad- 
ditional appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1°61, to carry into effect existing treaty stipulations, to pro- 
vide for contingencies which have arisen since the passage 
of the usual appropriation bills, and to maintain the peace 
of the Indian country, in the State of Oregon and the Ter- 
ritory of Washington ; and to report by bill or otherwise. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 


consent, and agreed to. 


THOMAS J. PAGE. ° 


Mr. GRIMES. | now move to take up the bill 
(S. No. 459) for the relief of Commander Thomas 
J. Page, United States Navy. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I thought re- 
ports were in order. 

Mr. GRIMES. This will take buta moment. 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions and re- 


| ports are in order; but the motion of the Senator 
from Lowa is in order, 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 


| 459) for the relief of Commander J, Page, United 


| States Navy, was considered as in Committee of 
| the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper ac- 


|| counting officers of the Treasury to allow to Com- | 


| 

j 

| 
ask that the memorial lie on the table. mander Thomas J. Page, in the adjustment of his 


accounts as purser of the United States steamer 
Water Witch, credit for certain suspended items, 
| not to exceed $354 46. 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
| time, and passed. 


MRS. E. A. LINN. 


| 
| 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Commit- | 
tee to Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses | 
of the Senate have had under consideration a | 


_ resolution introduced by the Senator from New 


Hampshire, [Mr. Hate,] relative to the order of | 


the Senate directing the payment of certain money 


to Mrs. E. A. Linn, and have instructed me to | 
muke a report, which I hope will be read. It is | 
| 


a very short one. 
| The Secretary read the report, as follows: 
! 


The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of 2d February, 1861, as follows: 

** Resolved, ‘That the reasons assigned by the Secretary 
of the Senate for his neglect to obey the order of the Sen- 
| ate made on the 29th of March last in favor of Mrs. E, A. 
| Linn are insufficient and unsatisfactory; and that he be 
| instructed forthwith to execute the same,’’ report: 
| That the committee, after careful examination of the sub- 

ject, is of the opinion that the reasons given by the Secre- 


|| tary of the Senate, in his letter of the 29th January, 1861. 
| 


for not making the payment directed by the resolution of 
| the Senate, are suflicient and satisfactory; but that the 
| Senate having passed the said order, the chairman of the 
committee be directed to ask for an appropriation to enable 
the Secretary of the Senate to make the payment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The commit- 
tee have instructed me to offer, in the first appro- 
priation bill that comes up, an amendment appro- 
priating the amount necessary to fulfill the order 


|| of the Senate. There is no money out of which 


| it can be paid, and the chairman is authorized by 
| 


|| the committee to propose an amendment to the 


| first appropriation bill that comes up, appropriat- 
ing the amount. 


see. The former order was indefinite as to the 


amount to be paid. If it be, as the Senate un- 


doubtedly intended it should be, the amount of 


constructive mileage due to Senator Linn, then it | 
amounts, according to the Secretary’s estimate, | 
to but twenty-six hundred and odd dollars. I | 


propose, therefore, that, instead of what the Sen- 
ator proposes, the Senate make an order to pay 
to Mrs. Linn $2,600. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There must be a law 
for it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I was going to add, that 
there are on our records instances on instances of 
such payments being directed out of the contin- 
gent fund. The contingent fund has been applied 
to such purposes over and over again. An appro- 
priation by law is not necessary. or Pa 

ropriated to our use as a contingent fund. e 
on a right to dispose of it as such, and we have 
done so in numerous cases. J merely intended 

| to make this suggestion to the Senator from Ten- 


Mr.CRITTENDEN. I wish to say a word; | 


and I desire the ear of the Senator from Tennes- | 
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| nessee; and if there were an order of the Senate 
| to pay a specific sum, I think perhaps the Secre- 
| tary would pay it without question, as there are 
many precedents for such payments. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. ‘The commit- 
tee, on an examination of the law, did not con- 
| sider that the Secretary was authorized to pay it 

out of the contingent fund. Therefore, they sus- 
tain him in his report giving the reasons for not 
paying it; but they also authorized the chairman 
| to propose an amendment to an appropriation 
| bill, 80 as to authorize the Secretary to pay the 

amount, which will be done on the first appro- 
| priation bill that comes up. 
| 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. LATHAM. I move to take up House bill 


|| No, 299. It is a bill that [ obtained the floor once 


to take up, and gave way for the presentation of 
memorials. I will state that Ido not wish to put 
iton its passage now, but to fix a day for its con- 
sideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 





|| California moves to take up House bill No. 299, 


| for the payment of expenses incurred in the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in the State of Cal- 
| fornia. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. LATHAM. I move to set it down for 
next Tuesday, at one o’clock. 

Mr. GWIN. I will say to my colleague that 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wixsoy] 
asked, yesterday, that that day should be set apart 
for him. He has been postponed five or six times. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I move to make it the 
special order for Wednesday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 655) for the relief 
of Prentis Champlain; in which the concurrence 
of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 551) for 
the relief of Hockaday & Ligget. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
insists upon its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate to bill (H. R. No. 864) making ap- 
propriations for the consular and diplomatic ex- 

enses of the Government for the year ending 
boas 30, 1862, insisted on by the Senate, and 
upon its amendment to the seventh amendment 
of the Senate to the said bill, disagreed to by the 
Senate; agrees to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon; and has appointed Mr. Tuomas Corwin 
of Ohio, Mr. Joun 8S. Muttson of Virginia, and 
Mr. E. Joy Morris of Pennsylvania, managers 
the same on the part of the House. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
| insists upon its disagreement to the amendments 
| of the Senate to the bill (H.R. No. 892) making 
| appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 

judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862, insisted on by the 
Senate; agrees to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon; and has appointed Mr. Jonn Suerman 








of Ohio, Mr. Taappevs Stevens of Pennsylva- 
nia, and Mr. Joun C. Burcu of California, man- 
agers at the same on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint 
resolution; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: y 

A bill (S. No. 547) for the relief of the parish 
of St. Matthew’s church, of the city of Washing- 
ton; and aget 

A joint resolution (H.R. No. 39) directing the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the 
accounts of the late Robert Stockton, quarter- 

master, &c. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 
» further announced that the House 


Them 


had ordered, on the 14th instant, at twelve o'clock 
and eleven minutes, the printing of a letter irom 








1861. 











the Secretary of the Interior, communicating esti- 


a superintendent of Indian affairs and three Lndian |) 


agents in Washington Territory. 
GEORGE i. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up the House 
joint resolution in behalf of George H. Giddings, 
that was up the other day. 
once more. 

Mr. FITCH. 
morning hour that the Senator calls up? 

Mr. WADE. Iltis. 

Mr. FITCH. I wish the Senator would yield 
for a moment to allow us to take up a resolution 
to print a document. 

Ir. WADE. 


yielding the floor for that purpose, I am willing 
to do so. 


from Ohio yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. FITCH. I move to take up the resolution 


for printing the agricultural report of the Patent | 


Office. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Fessen- 


DEN] may have an amendment to propose; butit | 
o 


will be adopted immediately. 

Mr. WADE. IL have the floor; and I am afraid 
that if I yield it, I shall not get it again. 

The motion of Mr. Wane was agreed to—ayes 
twenty-four, noes not counted. 

The consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 62) for the benefit of George H. Giddings 
was resumed by the Senate, acting as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads reported the joint resolution with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was in line seven, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ this time,’’ and insert ** June 30, 
1861.”’ 

Mr. POLK. 
as it will be, if amended. = 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

‘That George H. Giddings be paid for services on route 


8076, in accordance with the order of Postmaster General | 


A. V. Brown, of October 23, 1858, after deducting what- 
ever has been received thereon up to June 30, 1861. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
line nine, to strike out the words ‘*‘ service has,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ trips have;’’ so that it will read: 

On proof being furnished that the trips have been per- 
formed, &c. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. [If there is a report, 1 
should like to hear it read. 
Mr. WADE. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 





Ohio will excuse the Chair. The Chair must call | 
up the special order at this hour; which is the | 


joint resolution authorizing Commodore Hiram 
Paulding to receive a sword and a grant of land 
from the Republic of Nicaragua. 

Mr. WADE. 
order, and continue the consideration of this joint 
resolution. 

‘The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 18, noes 15. 

Mr. GRIMES. There is evidently a misunder- 
standing in regard to this matter. I call for the 
yeas and nays. I understand thatthe resolution in 


regard to Commodore Paulding was made the spe- | 
cial order for half past twelve o’clock to-day. This | 


proposition is to suspend that order, and take up 
this bill for the benefit of Mr. Giddings. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being || 


taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Chandler, Clingman, 
Dougias. Green, Hale, Hemphill, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 


Morrill, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Sim- || 
1 Trumbull, Wade, Wigiall, Wilkinson, 


mons, Thomson, 
and Wilson—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 


Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Johnson of Tennes- | 


see, King, Mason, Pearce, Seward, Sumner, and Ten 
yek—22, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joiit resolu- 


tion has been reported to the Senate, with amend- 
ments, 


The amendments were concurred in. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to suggest that there were 


fears expressed yesterday that a very large sum 
was to be taken out of the Treasury by this joint 


If I do not lose my place by | 


I should like the resolution read | 


|| 


I want to try that | 


Is it the special order for the 
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_ resolution; and therefore, | move toamend it by 
mates of appropriations for the compensation of || 


fixing the following qualification to the amount, 
to come in at the end of the resolution: 

Not exceeding in amount six months’ mail pay, accord- 
ing to the said order. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to amend that amend- 
ment so as to say, ** the amount provided for by 
the contract.’? Whatever the contract was, if the 
service was performed according to the contract, 
itshould be paid for according to the contract. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say to the Senator from 
Missouri, if L can get his ear, that I am friendly 
to these contractors. I think they have been very 
badly used, and that they are entitled to relief; 
but they do not ask as much relief as the Senator 
from Missouri proposes to give them, because 
they do not ask anything for that western part of 
the line that was discontinued. They ofly ask 


| for that part of the line that is on this side——- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator || 


Mr. GREEN. Let me interrupt the Senator. 
If the parties are willing to take what he proposes, 
I, of course, withdraw my amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Missouri withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator says the parties 
are willing to take what he proposes, I do. 

Mr. HALE. They agree to the modification 
I have suggested; they ask nothing for the west- 
ern part of the route. 

Mr. KING. lI desire to know of the Senator 


_ from New Hampshire whether the service which 


these parties rendered was of their own volition, 
and against the order of the Postmaster General, 
or whether it was rendered at his request? 

Mr. HALE, I thought I made it tolerably 
plain the other day. 

Mr. KING. You might have done so; but how 
was it? 

Mr. HALE. There was a contract made for 
a mail running across the entire continent, from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific. Subsequently, a por- 
tion of the route was discontinued. 

Mr. KING. According to law? 

Mr. HALE. Grant, if you please, that it was 
according tolaw. Ihave nota word to say about 
that. Then they entered into a new contract with 
Governor Brown, who was Postmaster General, 
discontinuing the central part of their route, leav- 
ing to them a part ateach end to perform. ‘They 
entered into a new contract in which no such 


| reservation as the Senator from New York seems 


to have in view was made, and they supposed 
and understood that the reservation of the Post- 
master to curtail and diminish and alter their 
contract had been finished; and in the new con- 
tract there was no such qualification inserted; 
but subsequently to that, I think after Governor 
Brown went out of office, and Congress failed to 
may an appropriation, a new Postmaster Gen- 
eral came in, and he disturbed the subsequent 
arrangement made by Governor Brown, ‘Then 
it was that the inhabitants upon the route, the 
commanding general of the army in Texas, and 


o | everybody interested in it, made such represent- 
I move to postpone the special || 


ations that they went on performing the modified 


| contract that was made after the first interruption 
| by Governor Brown. 
| this joint resolution proposes to pay them. 


It is for that service that 


Mr. COLLAMER. 1 inquire whether the 
piece that was taken out was the middle piece 
between El Paso and Fort Yuma? 

Mr. HALE. It was. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Was the service per- 
formed on the piece between Fort Yuma and San 


| Diego? 


Mr. HALE. That service was performed at 
first, but afterwards it was entirely discontinued, 
and this resolution does not propose to give them 
a cent for that. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This, then, is for that 
piece from San Antonio to El Paso. 

Mr. HALE. That piece; and it ought to be 

aid. 


Mr. BRAGG. I should like to ask the Senator 


| from New Hampshire what will be the amount 


to be paid to these parties according to his pro- 
posed amendment? He says six months’ pay. I 
suppose the Senator is familiar with what the pay 
was. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot state; but I understand 
it will be somewhere about sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think we had better have that 
specific. The report made by the committee esti- 
mates that the pay will be in accordance with the 


ae, 
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last contract, which the Senator speaks of as 


| made with these parties, which was one hundred 


and fifty-nine thousand and some hundred dollars 
a year. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to put in an amend- 
ment, limiting the amount. 

Mr. BRAGG. I understand the resolution, as 
amended, proposes to give them this pay up to 
June, 1861. 

Mr, HALE. 
the resolution. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘We have so amended it. 

Mr. BRAGG. [should like to have the amount 


I do not understand that to be 


_ made specific; because we often pass bills appro- 


| tion. 


| priating more than we supposed at the time, as it 


turns out afterwards. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is a very wide dif- 
ference between the report and the joint resolu- 
I have not read through all the report, but 
it appears to be very scientific, and goes on to 


| discuss the law on the subject of damages for the 


violation of contracts, by cutting up the line here, 


and cutting itup there, and the number of horses 


that were lost, and the stations that were de- 
stroyed, &c.; but this joint resolution is for the 


| serviceactually performed; itis not forany of those 


damages. The report and the joint resolution do 
not agree. The report has nothing to do with the 
resolution. The joint resolution is for service 
actually performed, for trips actually run. Per- 
haps it would be more sponte if it said ** the 
number of trips performed on that portion of the 


| route which lies between El Paso and San An- 





sof 


tonio.’’ ‘That is all that is claimed; and perhaps 
it had better be amended in that way. 

Mr. CLARK, Will the Senator from Texas 
allow me to inquire of him if he can tell what was 
performed, and what is the amount of service to 
be paid for? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The amount of service to 
be paid for is weekly trips for some months—I do 
not know the number of months—between E| Paso 
and San Antonio. The whole route extended 
from San Antonio to San Diego, on the Pacific, 
at first. During the administration of Governor 
Brown, all that portion of the route which lies 
between El Paso and Fort Yuma was cut off by 
him. That left the line then with a small portion, 


| two hundred miles on the end from Fort Yuma 


to San Diego, and about eight hundred miles on 


| the cast from El Paso to San Antonio, with five 
or six hundred miles between these two ends. 


When Mr. Holt came in, he cut off the end from 
Fort Yuma to San Diego, leaving only that por- 
tion of the line which existed between San Ants- 
nio and E] Paso. He afierwards cut down two 
or three hundred miles of that, so as to leave on] 

now in existence that portion of the line which 
extends from San Antonio to Comanche Spring. 
All that is asked, is for the trips performed be- 
tween San Antonio and El Paso, and no more. 
The line was a weekly line, and Mr. Holt cut it 


| down to a semi-monthly. 


Mr. CLARK. I did not inquire the extent of 
the route. I want to know what extent of ser- 
vice they performed, and what is the sum, in dol- 
lars and cents, that we shall have to pay? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Texas will 


| yield to me, I will modify my amendmentian this 
| way: 


Not exceeding in amount $70,000. 

I say that, because I am authorized to say it. 

Mr. CAMERON, I move to amend that by 
saying $40,000. 

Mr. HALE. Youdo not know anything about 
it. bhauabier.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question was 
upon the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, which he proposes to modify, so as 
to read: notexceeding in amount $70,000. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania proposes to amend 
the amendment by substituting $40,000. 

Mr. WIGFALL. 1 did not intend to trouble 
the Senate with any remarks in reference to this 
matter, because I supposed, after the report was 
read, which was asked to be printed ten days or 
two weeks ago, and after the explanatious which 
have been made so frequently on the floor, that 
the Senate understood it. Many of them, I per- 
ceive, are troubled with the disease of ** not |isten- 
ing;’’ but, as I have not spoken upon this subject, 
of course 1 have no complaints to make. 

The facts are briefly thesc: some years ago 


these contractors undertook to make the experi- 
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ment of carrying a mail overland to California. 


They did carry it from New Orleans to San Diego 
—1 do not mean the water portion of the route; but 
they carried it from San Antonio to San Diego. 


Then the PostmasterGeneral, after the Butterfield | 


route was adopted, cut them off from Fort Yuma | 


to E! Paso, leaving a portion of their stqck between 
Fort Yuma and San Diego, and a portion of their 
stock between El Paso and San Antonio, and cut- 


ting them out of the intermediate portion. These | 


men had gone as pioneers; they had built their 
own stables, and they had paid for their stock at 
their stables; they had employed at extravagant 


prices men to carry the mail, and take the hazard | 
of being killed by Indians; they had undertaken | 


all this; they had been pioneers, and they had 
carried that mail faithfully. They were obliged 
to pay fora guard. When their line was inter- 
rupted, Isay, because I know, they lostimmensely 
upon the stock which they had first between El 
Paso and Fort Yuma; and afterwards they lost 
immensely upon the stock they were obliged to 
sell between Fort Yuma and San Diego. Then 


they got nothing for all the stables they had built, | 


or the posts they had established. 

Finally, Mr. Holt, who wasa very economical 
Postmaster General—not caring two buttons what 
the Government spent, only intent that it should 
not be upon the Post Office; that was all he seemed 
to have cared about—willing that the Government 
mightspendas muchas it pleased, thousands, hun- 
dreds of thousands, and millions, provided it was 
saddled upon the Treasury, so that he could make 
a Post Office report showing that he had econo- 
mized—chose to discontinue the route between 
San Antonio and El Paso. That route between 


San Antonio and El! Paso was the only meansof | 
He discontinued || 
that tosemi-monthly; it was semi-weekly before. | 


supplying seven military posts. 


Those seven military posts had no other means 
of receiving communications from the Govern- 


ment, except by incurring greater expenses, than | 


keeping up this line by sending special messen - 

ers. General Twiggs under these circumstances 
called upon these men to carry the mail still. The 
citizens in that section of the country—not only 
those living in Texas, about El Paso, but all New 
Mexico, for that was the only means by which | 


they could get their letters and papers—the citi- || 


zens of that section of the country generally called | 
them to continue carrying the mails, and the mails | 
were delivered by the postmaster, and they were 
carried, Now, they wanivo be paid for the actual 
trips under the original contract with Postmaster 
General Brown; not for carrying the mail to Fort 
Yuma, not for carrying it to San Diego, but pro 
rata according to their original contract with Post- 
master General Brown for carrying the mail from 
El Paso to San Antonio. Now, one Senator pro- 
poses that it shall not be above $70,000-—— 

Mr. HALE. That is by consent of the con- 
tractors themselves. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The Senator’s statement is 
sufficient that the contractors have agreed to take 
u. Lsuppose, if they could not get aftrything else, 
they would rather have an old suit of clothes. 
They have been kept here hammering at the doors 
of Congress for some considerable time past—ever 
since I have been in the Senate, at least—and they 
have never been able to get any compensation out 
of the Post Office Department at all. The Post 
Office Department was opposed to them; Mr. Holt 
had determined to break up the line, General 
Twiggs was determined it should not be broken 
up. They chose to take the hazards and carry 
it; and Mr. Holtdetermined that they should not 
be paid. Finally, Congress is about to adjourn, 
and they are waiting now to take anything they 
can get. [suppose they would take $70,000; they 
would take $60,000; they would take $50,000; 
they would take $40,000, they would take $20,000; 
they would take $10,000; they would take $5,000. 
I do not see any justice in fixing it; but as they 
have agreed to $70,000, I am willing to fix that 
limit; but i do not think the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, who admits that he does not know any- 
thing about the facts, should insist upon this pro- 
crustean rule of $40,000, when easily they may 
be entitled to $100,000. 1 am willing to take 
$70,000, and say it shall not be more. 

Mr. WADE. Thope we shalt have the vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not admit that I knew | 
nothing about this case, for I rely much upon the | 
integrity and the intelligence of the Postmaster | 


= 


se 





reported; and I believe he did. 
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General, with whom this contract was made, and | 
who refused to pay this money. 

Mr. WIGPALL. The contract was made | 
with Postmaster General Brown, and Postmaster | 
General Holt refused to pay. 

Mr. CAMERON. I meant Mr. Holt. 

Mr. WIGFALL. We differ in our estimate 
of him. j 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not rely much on 
Governor Brown while he lived; but as he is dead | 
I shall say nothing about him. I think there were 
a great many errors in his administration; and I 
think the administration of the Post Office Depart- 
ment under Mr. Holt was one of the ablest, 
wisest, and most honest, in my recollection. He 
did all he could to cut down the enormous expend- 
itures of his predecessor, and showed that he 
desired to administer that Department as it ought 
to be administered—within its income. 

The proposition of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to confine the allowance to $70,000, 
with the consent of the applicants, is an argument 
to my mind that they are willing to take anything 
they ean get. I look upon this as one of the claims 
that are constantly upon us. They come here 
asking several hundred thousand dollars; and the 
Senator from New Hampshire, who says he un- 
derstands the case—but I suppose he understands 
it very little more than I do, or the Senator from 
Texas—agrees to make it $70,000. I propose to 
make it $40,000, and look upon it as a gratuity. 
1 am sure they have been paid all they ought to 
have been paid under the contract, if Mr. Holt so 


It is always ungracious to talk against these 
private claims; and I believe some of these gen- 
tlemen belong to my own State; but I am satisfied 
that if you commence by giving them what they 
ask or anything like it, others will come on next 
year, and we shall have millions to pay for the 
misdeeds of Postmaster General Brown and the 
Department during his administration. To gratify 
my friends, I will say no more. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam opposed to this claim. I 
am opposed not only to allowing these parties 
$60,000, but I am opposed to allowing them 
$40,000, or any sum, until they put their claim 
and their proof in a different position from what 
I understand itto be now. The claim which these 
gentlemen make, it seems to me, stands in the 
outset upon suspicious circumstances. I do not 
know but that they nay have a meritorious claim; 
Ido not say but they have; I do not know but 
they are abused men. But the point that I make 
is this: they came to Congress asking to be paid 
for services performed, but they do not state what 
those services were, so that we may know and pass 
intelligently upon the amount we are to pay; and 
there is not a Senator here, I think, from thg in- 
— that I have addressed to some of them, 
that can tell me the amount that is to be paid, un- 
less it is limited to $40,000 or $60,000, and not to 
go over that. 

Mr. President, we have recently had some very 
aseful experience on that subject, in the way of 
teaching Senators lessons. We passed here, I 
think, at the last session, a bill for the relief of 
Arthur Edwards & Co., to pay them for services 

erformed; and what was the result of it? We 
had a veto of the President; we had to amend and 
cut down the bill, and [ think some gentlemen felt 
a little ashamed of the part they had taken in that 
meastire. That was pay foractual service. Then 
again, afterwards, we hind a bill or resolution for 
the relief of De Groot & Co. That did not ask 
pay for actual service; but asked that the claim 
might be settled on principles of justiceand equity. 
I remember that I took part in that discussion; and 
I do not feel ashamed of the part I took in the 
discussion, but I do feel very much ashamed of 
the allowance that was made under it, and would 
be glad to vote to repeal that to-day, and will give 
my vote for its repeal the first opportunity I get. 
I remember that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Simett] at that time moved to amend that reso- 
lution so as to provide that the amount allowed | 
should not exceed $40,000. 1t had come from the 
House of Representatives at the close of the ses- 
| 








sion; and the friends of the measure were anxious 
that it should go through, and not go back again 
to the House of Representatives, and we resisted | 
that proposition; it was defeated, and the bill | 
vassed. PF said in my place then, from the exam- | 
mation of the bill I had made, that I did not be- | 
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lieve it would take $40,000; I did not understand 


|| it to be so; and, to my surprise, I found that the 


| Department allowed him one hundred and eich- 
teen or one hundred and nineteen thousand do}- 
‘lars. I examined that claim at two different ses- 
| sions. Ido not believe half that amount was due 
| him; and I do not mean to be entrapped in that 
way again, if I can help it. 

hen, again, sir, we have got another matter. 
Here is the resolution in favor of George E. 
Fisher. George E. Fisher made a claim upon 
this Government, in the first instance, for about 
sixteen thousand dollars. The Department, or 
whoever had it in charge, allowed him about eight 
thousand dollars. He then came to Congress 
again, and they doubled it to $16,000. He pursued 
the claim, and they doubled it again to $32,000. 
He still kept on, and they brought it to $66,000. 
At the last session, my friend from Rhode Island, 
{Mr. Simmons,] a man of the best intentions in the 
world, introduced a resolution that that claim, 
after they had got $66,000 arising out of $16,000, 
should be settled on principles of justice and equity; 
and referred it to the Department. They had got 
$66,000; it went to the War Department, and 
that Department allowed $66,000 more, making 
it $132,000 altogether, on the principles of justice 
and caer. [Sensation in the galleries.} The 
House of Representatives have repealed that res- 
olution this session; and it has been before your 
committee, and they will report that it shail be 
repealed here. I may have voted for it; but I 
will give my vote in a moment to repeal it, and I 
have made up my mind that I will never give a 
vote hereafter for any bill that does not state on 
its face what is demanded of the Senate. 

The Senator from Ohio cannot tell me what 
these parties ask under this bill, or how much it 
amounts to; norcan anybody that I have found. 
Now, I am willing to examine these gentlemen’s 
claim. Let them propose it here; let them state 
what they hav® done, and what they claim to be 
paid for, and I willexamine it; and ifit is found to 
be a just claim, 1 will vote to pay it, but Ido not 
want to vote these sums in the dark; I do not 
want to vote even the $40,000 proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. Let us act intelli- 
gently; let us know what we are doing, and not 
be obliged to rescind and repeal the bills when we 
have passed them, or have them vetoed because 
we did not understand what we were about. This 
claim may be a just claim, for aught I know. 1 
make this statement 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer 
inthe chair.) The Chair feels called upon toarrest 
discussion. The hour of one having arrived, the 
special order must come up, being the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. WADE. I move to suspend the special 
order, and take the vote on this joint resolution. 
I believe we are about totake a vote. Thatisall 
I ask, that there be a vote taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded that the special order of the day, 
which is the tariff bill, be postponed, in order that 
discussion may proceed on the joint resolution 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senate will take the 
vote immediately, I will consent to let the special 
order go by, without a motion. 

Mr. KING. I will move to lay this claim on 
the table. ; 

Mr. CLARK. I will simply say that I am will- 
ing to forbear any remarks I might have to make, 
in order to enable the tariff bill to come up, or to 
let the vote be taken on this at once, without any 
further discussion, if the friends of the measure 
desire it. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I hope so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first mo- 
tion is to postpone ihe special order of the day, 
for the purpose of continuing the discussion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I must object to a postpone- 
ment; but let it go over informally, for the purpose 
of taking a vote. 

Mr. WADE. By common consent we can take 
a vote on this matter now. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion 1s 
made by the Senator from New York to lay the 
joint resolution on the table. That will come in 
its order, after this is disposed of. The question 
is now on pest oning the special order. _ 

Mr. SI MONS. I suppose if the motion to 
lay on the table fails, you will not get a vote. 
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Mr. WADE. Yes, we shall. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on the motion to postpone the special order, | 
for the purpose of continuing the discussion on | 
this bill. 

Mr. HALEand Mr. WIGFALL. Voting onit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate can 
vote to continue the bill; but they cannot order | 
the vote to be taken if any Senator wishes to dis- | 
cuss it. Itis moved and seconded that the special 
order of the day, being the tariff bill, be postponed 
in order to continue the joint resolution before the 
Senate. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understood there wasa 
proposition to let the special order lie over in- 
formally by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood that to be objected to, inasmuch as other 
motions were interposed. 

Mr.SIMMONS. The Senator from New York 
moved to lay the joint resolution on the table, and 
we have two or three motions. I hope we shall 

o on with the special order. 

Mr. CAMERON. [hope our friends here will 
not postpone so important a bill as the tariff bill, | 
for the purpose of discussing this doubtful ques- | 
tion. The motion may postpone the tariff bill for 
the whole day. It loses its place by this vote, and 
will require another motion to get it up. 
the Senator from Ohio will not put us in this po- 
sition. 


minutes. Suppose, by general consent, we post- 
pone the tariff bill for fifteen minutes. If we are 
not done with this matter, then that can come up. 
Mr. CAMERON. What do we gain by that? 
Mr. CLINGMAN. We may get this out of 
the way. 
Mr. CAMERON. There is no haste with it. 
It can wait until to-morrow. 


on the motion to postpone. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WADE. I am as much in favor of the | 
tariffas the Senator from Pennsylvania; but when 
a thing has been discussed and taken the whole 
morning hour, and when I know that if I call it 
up again we shall have to go through the same 
discussion again, I think, when we are so near 
the vote on it, we ought to take it. I think it will 


forward business and forward your tariff bill also. || 


Now, one word about this joint resolution. Gen- | 
tlemen say I cannot tell how much is due. I do 
not pretend to do so; but the bill is guarded at 
every point. These men have performed certain | 
services, and the Postmaster General has all the 

vouchers to show exactly how much is due. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator that the question is on the 
motion to postpone, which does not involve the 
merits of either of the bills. 

Mr. WADE. I wish for but one moment to 
say that I do not think there can be any doubt that 
a just conclusion can be come to on this bill, pro- 
vided your executive officers are honest. If they 
are not, I cannot warrant you anything, and you 
cannot do business then. If they will magnify a | 
$16,000 claim to $130,000, it only shows that they | 
do not act properly. 

Mr.GRIMES. 1 should like to know if we are 
going into a discussion on this motion. If so, I 
shall follow the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WADE. Lam not going into it; but the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Ciark] said 
I could not tell how me 0 was due. I admit that; | 
because there is a contract for this service, and | 
the bill leaves it to the Department to pay accord- 
ing to the contract for the service actually ren- | 
dered, and they have all the vouchers before them | 
to show what that was, and I dare trust them with 
that. That is all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to say one word 
as to the considerations which will control my 
vote in this matter, without expressing any opin- 
ion as to the Giddings claim; whether i shall 
vote for or against it, My experience in the Sen- | 
ate since I have been here is, that we have lost a 
great deal more time in these disputes about 
which bill should have the precedence, than has 
ever been gained for any particular bill; and I 
think that the true course to economize time is, 
when you have got a bill up to adhere to it till 
you finish it, especially when it is a bill like this, | 
where there is a motion made to lay it on the | 








I hope || 


| once; and it would have taken place long ago if 


nays, when he began protesting here in regard to || 
| the tariff. 
| was to lay this joint resolution on the table. It 
| would have been a test vote, and decided very 


| pass if we adopt that course, and hold on to it; 


you are bound to come directly to a vote. If we 
proceed with this bill, we shall have a vote at 








the Senator from Pennsy!vania had not interposed 
with his tariff. I think : will never get his tariff || 
bill through by such a course of policy as that. | 
There was nothing to do but take the yeas and || 


No debate was in order; the motion 


soon. Now, it is not because I am opposed to 
the measure of which the Senator from Rhode 


| Island has charge, but because I think it the better 
| way to dispatch the business of the Senate to 
| hold on to a measure when you have got itin a 


osition where you are ready to vote upon it; and 
think we shall find the tariff bill will sooner 


for I shall vote with the Senator from Pennsyl- 


| vania to hold on to it when we have it under con- 
| sideration; but! think we had better get rid of this 
joint resolution now, and not take up to-morrow 


with it. 
Mr. CAMERON. Iam always willing to be 
lectured by my friends; and, as the gentleman is 


| with me on the tariff, | am willing that he should 


say what he has said; but I think it was not in 


| very good taste, notwithstanding it came from || 


, him. 
Mr.CLINGMAN. I hope we may have fifteen || 


|| clock when the tariff bill was in order, and, by 


| When you fix a particular bill for a particular 
| hour on acertain day, when that time comes, take 


Mr. BIGLER. Let us have the yeas and nays |) 


This bill occupied the time allotted by the 
rules for its consideration. The time came by the 


the proper rules of the Senate, that moment the 
hammer should have come down and the tariff 
bill should have been taken up. The true course, | 
in my view, different from that of the Senator | 
| 


from Illinois, is, to take everything in order. 


it up and dispose of it. One good rule in business 
is, to do one thing ata time; and if we had fol- 
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lowed that rule in this case, when we occupied all 
the me allotted to this bill, we should have stopped 
and gone to the other. Besides that, the motion 


_ of the Senator from Ohio is to postpone the tariff 


| bill for the purpose of disposing of this. 


That 
a re puts it out of the way, and puts it 
veyond the reach of its order. If it was a mere 
motion to let it go by common consent and take 
this up, | should have made no objection, but 
when there is danger of losing this important bill, 
I cannot stand here quiet, notwithstanding the 
gentleman says he is going to vote with me. I 
have no great objection to his giving me a lecture. 
The lecture I take in good part; but I do not ap- 
yrove of the reasons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is 
on postponing the order of the day for the purpose 
of continuing the House joint resolution No. 62. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bright, Clingman, Crit- 


| tenden, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hale, | 


Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Thomson, 


|| Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, and Wilkinson—27. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cam- 
eron, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, King, Morrill, Pearee, Seward, Simmons, Sum- 


| ner, Ten Eyck, and Wilson—26. 


| 


| 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. KING. There was a motion to lay on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded that the joint resolution be laid on 
the table. 








Mr. LATHAM called for the yeas and nays, | 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS- Mesers. Anthony, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 


| Clark, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster,Grimes, Harlan, 


| Hale, Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, | 


| 


King, Morrill, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 

Eyck, Trumbull, Wilkinson, and Wilson—21. 
NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bright, Chandler, Cling- 

man, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, 


Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Thom- 
son, Wade, and Wigfall—25. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


now is on the amendment of the Senator from | 
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from New Hampshire, to strike out ** seventy,”’ 
and insert * forty.’’ 

Mr. GRIMES. As Iam called upon to vote 
on that proposition, before I do so I should like 
some information from the Post Office Committee. 
L find that the committee have made a report, 


| which accompanies this bill, and which is upon 


our tables. They have laid down in their argu- 
ment in advocacy of it to-day the principle—a 
very correct one, I think, for our government as 
Senators here—that we should not regard the 
amount that is asked for, but always pay par- 
ticular attention to the equity and justice of the 
claim. I desire to do so if 1 know what justice is; 
but I want to de justice not only to the individuals 
for whose benefit a claim is sought to be passed 
through Congress, but justice to the Government 
and to the people whom I represent. I find by 
the report which is submitted by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, that they as- 
certain, according to the principles stated by them, 
that the amount of the claim which Mr. Giddings 
has against the Government is $159,530 60. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Will the Senator allow me 
a moment to make an explanation? As has already 
been two or three times certainly explained, the 
report and the bill do not correspond. The report 
is for damages. The bill or joint resolution ex- 
cludes damtages. The report goes on—I do not 
know who wrote it; it is from the other House— 
and states the facts and the damages that would 
arise; and then, ignoring their reasoning, they 
report a joint resolution excluding damages and 
asking only for pay for the actual service done. 

Mr. GRIMES. If the Senator from Texas had 
read this report more critically than he seems to 
have read it, he would have discovered that he is 
mistaken. I will read the concluding clause of 
the report; 

From July 1, 1860, to January 1, 1861, the contract price 
would be $98,224, of which the memorialist has received 
$35,000, leaving due to him for the past six mouths $63,224, 
inaking an aggregate of $159,530 60 which would seem to 
be necessary to repair the violations of this contract. This 
estimate, it will be perceived, leaves out of the calculation 


all questions of consequential damage, of which testimony 
has been produced that the sum is very large. 


The Senator, therefore, will perceive that he is 
mistaken. It is $159,530 60, according to the 
report of the committee upon whose recommend- 
ation we are asked to act here, leaving out these 
consequential damages to which the Senator from 
Texas has referred. Now, the question I want 
to propound to this committee is this: after giving 
us this report, and saying that there is due to Mr. 
Giddings from this Government directly, and with- 
out regard to consequential damages, $159,530 60, 
and acting upon the principle which they have 
attempted to enforce upon us here to-day, that we 
should regard the justice and equity of the claim 
solely, and not its amount, how is it that they now 
come in and propose to pay Mr. Giddings only 
$70,000? Why do they ignore this amount ot 
$100,000 which they say is justly due to him, and 
yet they are unwilling to pay it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to amend 
amendment by inserting the words 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The Chair will 
state to the Senator that a motion to amend can- 
not now be entertained, as the question is on an 
amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I willstate the amendment 
I intend to offer. It will be to this effect. The 
joint resolution now reads: ** That George H. 
Giddings be paid for services on route 8076.’’ The 
amendment that I will offer will make it read: 
** That George H. Giddings be paid for services on 
that portion of route 8076 which lies between El 
Paso and San Antonio, in Texas.’’ That would 
leave out all this other matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire to insert the words: ‘* not 
exceeding in amount $70,000.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRAGG. It seems to me that, with that 


amendment, the resolution bears a contradiction 


the 





| upon its face. The joint resolution provides— 


That George H. Giddings be paid for services on route 
8026, in accordance wit! the order of Postmaster General 
A. V. Brown, of October 23, 1853, after deducting what- 


Pennsylvania to. the amendment of the Senator |) ever has been received thereon up to June 30, 1861, &c. 








O22 _ 


Now, what was that order? I have the report 
of the committee before me, and it appears that 
that order, upon the new arrangement then made 
by Mr. Brown with these persons, was to this 
effect: 

*“<This new contract was made by the order of Postmas- 
ter General Brown, dated 23d of October, 1858, whereby | 
the service was discontinued from E) Paso to Fort Yuma, | 
but was increased to a weekly service from Fort Yuma to 
San Diego, and from San Antonio, in Texas, ‘to the point | 
of junction with the great overtand mail to California,’ at 
the compensation, for this new and improved service, of 


—— per year, the service to commence Ist January, | 
859." 





So, sir, the joint resolution, as it came from | 
the House, aa as it has been 

after day, proposed to pay Giddings the sum of || 
$196,448 a year, oan to the order of Post- || 
master General Brown, made on the 23d of Octo- || 
ber, 1858; and the Senator from lowa hasalready 
told us what the committee stated thatsum would 
amount to, continued up to the month of July, || 
1861; that it would amount to one hundred and i| 
fifty thousand and some dollars. We have had || 
this resolution pressed, day after day, before the 
Senate for the allowance of that amount, upon 
the basis which the committee have made here, || 
and upon a calculation which they gave at the | 
end of their report, that it will amount to that | 
sum. We were told this morning, by the honor- 
able Senator from New Hampshire, that these 
parties were willing to take six months’ pay in 
full. Whatisthat? Why, sir, that would amount 
to $98,224, being half the amount due to them | 
according to the order of Postmaster General 
Brown, of October 23, 1858; which was the basis | 
upon which the resolution says the Department || 
shall settle this claim. We want to know what 
that will amount to; and, after a good deal of de- | 
bate on the subject, at last, the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire tells us that these partics || 
will be content with $70,000, if we will agree to | 
put that in the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, itis a little extraordinary, 
it strikes me—and it goes to show how this kind 
of legislation gets through—that, after this reso- 
lution is pressed here day by day, involving an 
amount clear upon its face, according to the re- | 
port of the committee, of a hundred and fifty- 
nine thousand and some hundred dollars; then we 
are told further that the parties will be content 
with $98,224; and then, after further discussion, || 
when the friends of the bill are pressed to let us 
know the amount really involved, we are told | 
that the parties would be content with $70,000. 
This is a wonderful falling off in a very short 
time. 

I confess, for myself, that I am not at all satis- 
fied about this matter, It strikes me as very ex- 
traordinary, when parties come here and claim 
$159,000, and their claim is pressed day by day, 
that they should first fail and agree to accept 
$98,000, and then, in a few minutes afterwards, 
when the matter is further pressed, that they should 
agree to take $70,000. I want to know, really, | 
what is the amount due, what it is that these par- 
tics are entitled to, what they will be content with. 
I am willing to vote whatever may be really due 
to them; but I am not willing to vote in the dark. 
I have not yet heard from any gentleman as to the 
services performed by these parties, and as tothe || 
amount they are mals entitled to. It seems that 
there is to be an amount hereafter to be ascertained 
in the way of damages. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The jointresolution excludes 
damages. 

Mr. BRAGG. The report proposes to put this 
matter on the ground that they had made a con- 
tract and carried this mail at $196,000 a year; and 
that, inasmuch as they performed the trips—al- 
though the Postmaster General directed a discon- 
tinuance of part of the service—the Government | 
would pay for what had been done, and continue 
the service at that rate up to June 30, 1861. Then || 
they reduced the amount to six months’ pay, as || 
I have stated, and then down to $70,000; and how | 
much lower they will reduce it, 1 should like to | 
know. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me, that the ground 
assumed by the Senator from North Carolina and |; 
my colleague, goes upon the supposition that we ] 
have no use of any accounting officers; that the || 
five hundred or a thousand accounting officers i 
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that we have at the other end of the avenue are 
of uo use; that we must do all their work here. |! 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


essed here day || 


| gard to that bill, that, if there is anybody on God’s 


| did in regard to it. 


| that he said. I have too much confidence in him 


|| gestion of my colleague, now, that I and others 


| service; but what I want of those accounting of- 


| gestion to my friend from New Hampshire. The 


| justice, as you call it, thus giving them an unlim- 
| ited discretion, that we have not had cause to re- 


| joint resolution already. 





The bill sends this matter there, to be settled on 
| principles of equity and justice. That is all. 





i 


|| Now, before I sit down, I wish to say another 


| word that I am sorry to be under the necessity of || 
/saying. I am told that my colleague spoke in || 
relation to a bill that was passed at the last ses- 
sion, and suggested thatsome of us who took some 

| partin it mightregretitnow. He seemed to think 
that in that matter there had been some unwise 
and injudicious action. I was assailed for my 
action on that bill by a scurrilous and infamous 
sheet in Boston, 
Mr. CLARK. My colleague will allow me to | 
say that I did not fora moment advert to him; 


and | am sorry that anybody should so under- || 


stand me. 
Mr. HALE. I did not hear the remark, but I | 
was sotold. While l am up, I will say, in re- 


earth who has any repentance to indulge in on 
account of it, lam not that one. I acted on that 
matter with intelligence and the integrity I pro- 
fess; and I have never seen occasion to retract a 
single word that I uttered, or a single act that I 


Mr. CLARK. I do not know that it is neces- 
sary that I should repeat to the Senate that I had 
not the least allusion to my colleague, or anything 


to suppose that he would actin the way indicated. 


L GLOBE. 





I want to make one remark in regard to the sug- 


seem to think we have no use for any accounting 
officers at the other end of the avenue. My dit- 
ficulty is not ofthat kind. I think they are of some 


ficers is, to state the account before we vote, and 
then let us vote after they have stated it, and not 
vote first and state afterwards. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me to make a sug- 


accounting officers act very well when they state 
accounts under legal provisions, as they are bound 
to do; but there is hardly an instance within my 
recollection, since | have been here, where you 
have abandoned legal principles andallowed them 
to settle an account on principles of equity and 


pent of it; and I will never vote for another bill 
giving that authority. 

Mr. CLARK. Isit in order now to move to 
amend the bill further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is still open 
to amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend it by adding 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That the said amount shall be received by the 
said Giddings, in full payment of all services performed on 
said route, and in full satisfaction of any claim for dam- 


ages arising out of any discontinuance of any part of the 
service on the same. 








I offer this amendment, so that if we pass this 
joint resolution, it may settle the whole matter, {| 
and he have no further claim for any services or | 
damages. 

Mr. WIGFALL and others. That is already i 
in. 

Mr.CLARK. Iwas notaware of it. I with- | 
draw the amendment, if the provision is in the 1 
| 
} 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Now I move the amend- 
ment which I suggested some time since, in line | 
three, after the word *‘ on’ to insert ‘‘ that por- 
tion of the;’’and in line four, after the word ‘‘ six ”’ 
to insert, ‘lying between El Paso and San An- 
tonio;’’ so that it will read: 

That George H. Giddings be a for services on that 

’ 


portion of the route number 8076, lying between El Paso 
and San Antonio, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRAGG. _ I move to strike out the words, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
** in accordance with the order of Postmaster Gen- 
eral A. V. Brown, of October 23, 1858,’’ because 


| 


the resolution as it now stands fixes the amount. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I do not understand what 
the meaning of the resolution will be if those 
words be stricken out. According to what rule 
is he to be paid? 

Mr. BRAGG. If the honorable Senator from 
Texas will allow me a moment, I will state 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is so 
much disturbance on the floor that the business of 
the Senate is interrupted. Senators will please 
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take their seats and come to order, and the busi- 
ness of the Senate must be suspended until that 
is done. 

Mr. BRAGG. IL admit, Mr. President, that the 
amendment is not a vital or material one. If the 
Senator from Texas had listened to what I said 
when I made a few remarks before, I think he 
would have seen the propriety of the amendment 
that I offer. I stated that these words applied to 
a modification of the contract which Postmaster 
General Brown made at that time, and by which 
these contractors were allowed for weekly service 
over this route $196,000 a year, and the report and 
the resolution proposed to settle this matter at the 
Department in accordance with that modification 
of the contract, which is called in the resolution an 
‘* order;’’ but on reference to the report, the fact 
appears to be that that order was a modification 
of the contract, discontinuing the service on part 
of the route, and increasing the service on another 





| part. If these words remain in the bill now, they 


contradict what follows, because the Department 
cannot settle on that basis. As I understand the 
provision now, it is simply to pay to these par- 
ties a specified sum in lieu of all the amounts they 
are entitled to under their contract, and for dam- 
ages, upon this route. [tis to be received in full. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The contract of Postmas- 
ter General Brown, of October, 1858, allowed him 
for the whole service between San Antonio and 


| El Paso, and between Fort Yumaand San Diego, 


$196,458a year. On the 14th of April, 1859, Post- 
master General Holt, through his Assistant, Mr. 
Dundas, reduced the service between San An- 
tonio and E! Paso from weekly to semi-monthly, 
and also between San Diego and Fort Yuma in 
the same way, reducing the whole pay then to 
$120,000. Afterwards, on the 4th of February, 
1860, that portion of the line which lies between 
San Diego and Fort Yuma was cut off entirely, 
and $28,695 taken from the compensation of 
$120,000, leaving, then, the contract price for the 
service between El Pasoand San Antonio, $91,405. 
As the joint resolution now stands, he is to be 
paid for the trips that he performed on that por- 
tion of the route, according to the contract price 
of $91,405. If he performed the service for six 
months, as I understand that a proposition has 
been made to pay for six months’ service, he 
would be paid one half the amount of the annual 
pay, so that it would not amount to more than 
$45,000. It may amount to something in addi- 
tion; but the idea which has been advanced here, 
that there will be an extravagant allowance, ex- 
ists altogether in the imagination of Senators. 
The amendment of Mr. Brace was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no other 


_ amendment be proposed, the question is: ‘Shall 


the amendments which have been made be en- 


| grossed, and the joint resolution be read a third 


time?’ 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 


and the joint resolution to be read a third time. 


The resolution was read the third time. 
Mr. GRIMES. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the joint resolution. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bright, Chandler, Cling- 


man, Dixon, Durkee, Fitch, Foot,Green, Hale, Hemphiil, 
Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Morrill, 


|| Polk, Powell, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Wade, Wigiall, 


and Wilkinson—24. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, Clark, Doo- 


| little, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Saulsbury 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbuil, and Wilson—15. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 

ouse had passed a bill (No. 996) for the relief 
of Azel Spalding, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 274) for 
the relief of Townsend Harris, his heirs, or legal 
representatives. 


NEW TERRITORIES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The specia 
order of the day, which was postponed to con- 
sider the resolution just passed, was the tariff bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [ now move to take up that 
bill. 
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1861. 


Mr. GREEN. I beg the Senator to allow me 
to postpone that bill for two minutes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was allowed to be post- 
poned one minute to consider the resolution just 
passed, and it took an hour; and if it is now post- 
yoned two minutes for another subject, I suppose | 
it will take hours. I would give way with great | 
pleasure if I could do so, but I really cannot. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 will state my purpose, and 
then the Senator will understand it. It is to take 
up two territorial bills and make them the special 
order for to-morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly; I will yield to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be laid aside informally, by common consent, for 
that purpose, 

Mr. SIMMONS. Merely to refer the biils. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis not to refer. It is 
to make them the special order for to-morrow. 
i will not agree to it. I hope the Senator will 
not give way to it. We have appropriation bills 
on the table that ought to be considered then. 

Mr.GREEN. I desire to state that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, in the other 
House, told me it was important that we should 
pass these bills this week. We shall have no 
debate upon them. | 

Mr. SEWARD. Make them the special order | 
for to-morrow, at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; I agree to that. It 
is after a conference with the chairman of the Ter- 
ritorial Committee in the House that I make the 
motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill now 
before the Senate will be laid aside by common 
consent. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to take up those bills, 
and make them the special order for to-morrow, 
at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. SEWARD. That can be done by common 
consent. 
There being no_objection, the bill (S. No. 562) 
to provide a temporary government for the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, and to create the office of sur- | 
veyor general therein, and the bill (S. No. 563) 
to organize the Territory of Nevada, were sev- 
erally taken up, and postponed to, and made the 
special order of the day for, to-morrow at half 

past twelve o’clock. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. | 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to fix the | 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope we shall commence 
at the fifth section, and proceed with the amend- 
ments reported from the select committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork in | 
the chair.) That course will be pursued, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. GREEN. I suggest to the Senator that 
this is a very important bill, and I do not wantany 
private matter to interfere with it; but I ask him 
to permit me-—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. We are ready to go on with 
the bill, if the Senator is ready. 

Mr. GREEN. Ofcourse I will go on with it; 
but I ask him to permit a private bill to come up 
and pass for the reliefof Haym Salomon. There | 
will be no discussion on it. If there is a discus- 
sion, I will not press it. 

Mr. GRIMES. There will be. 

Mr. GREEN. Well, if there will be, I will 
not press it. Will there be any discussion ? 

Mr. WILSON. It will take a week. 

Mr.GREEN. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Durkee] has charge of the bill; but if he will not 
press it, | will. [(**Oh,no!’’] I will not urge it. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the first amendment to the fifth section 
of the tariff bill. 

The Secretary read it, in the second line of the 





| 








insert ‘* April, A. D. 1861,’’ so as to make the 
rates of duties fixed by the bill take effect ** from 
and after the Ist day of April, A. D. 1861.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line fifteen of the 
fifth section, to strike out * not above number 
twelve, Dutch standard, by claying, boiling, clar- 
ifying, or other process;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: ‘‘on white and clayed sugars, when ad- 


fifth section, to strike out ** October next’’ and 
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| vanced beyond the raw state and not yet refined, || makes in the rates? What is@he 


| l cent per pound.”’ 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was in the seventeenth 


line of the fifth section, to insert “‘ and one fourth | 


of one;’’ so as to make the duty on white and 
| clayed sugars, advanced beyond the raw state and 
not refined, 1} of 1 cent per pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the fifth section, 
to strike out, in the classification of the duties on 
sugars, in lines seventeen, eighteen, and nineteen, 
these words: ‘‘advanced above number twelve, 


pound.”’ 
Mr. WILSON. 
will not be stricken out of the bill. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I withdraw it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment is withdrawn. 
The next amendment was to strike out the 
| following proviso, at the end of the fifth section: 


“ Provided, That all syrups of sugar, or of sugar cane, 
| concentrated molasses, or concentrated melado, entered 
under the denomination of molasses, or any other appella 


The amend- 


tion than syrup of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated mo- | 


| lasses, or concentrated melado, shall be liable to forfeiture 
to the United States: Provided, That an inspection, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe, shall be made of all sugars and molasses imported 
from toreign countries, in order to prevent frauds, and the 
introduction of sugars, syrup of sugar, syrup of cane, con- 
eentrated molasses, or concentrated melado, or bottling 
syrup, under the title of molasses, or in any other manner.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line sixteen of the 
sixth section, to strike out the word ‘and ”’ before 
**port,”’ and in line seventeen, to insert ‘*cham- 
pagne and sparkling wines, Burgundy, and hsek ,”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


On Madeira, sherry, port wines, champagne, and spork- 
| ling wines, Burgundy, and hock, in casks or bottles, sev- 
| enty-five cents per gallon. 


|| Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 desire to inquire of my 


| friend from Rhode Island, who has charge of this 

| bill, whether there is anything in that provision 

| of this bill in conflict with our treaty with Por- 
tugal. 


that difficulty. 
Mr. SIMMONS. 


It was precisely to obviate 


|| that objection to the original bill that this amend- 


ment was introduced. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| tion six, lines eighteen, nineteen, twenty, twenty- 
one, and twenty-two, the following words: 


hock, in bottles, $1 per gallon, in casks, 50 cents per gallon ; 
on claret, Marseilles, Teneriffe, Sicily, Canary, and Malaga 
wines, in casks or bottles, J0 cents per gallon.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


twenty-three, to insert, “three and one third ”’ 
after ** thirty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


section six, to strike out ** six ’’ and insert ** one ”’ 
before ** dozen;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided further, That brandies or other spirituous liquors 
may be imported in bottles, when the package shall contain 
not less than one dozen; and al! bottles shall pay a separate 
duty, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section six, lines 
thirty-seven and thirty-eight, to insert, ‘‘ three 
| and one third ”’ after ‘* thirty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

On all spirituous liquors not enumerated, 33} per centum 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section six, line 
thirty-nine, to strike out ‘50 cents per pound,”’ 
and insert, ‘* valued at $5 or under per thousand, 
20 cents per pound; over $5 and not over $10, 
40 cents per pound; and over $10, 60 cents per 
| pound;”’ so as to make it read: 
| On cigars of all kinds, valued at $5 or under per thou- 
sand, 20 cents pe~ pound; over $5 and not over $10, 40 cents 


per pound; and over $10, 60 cents per pound; and in addi- 
tion thereto 10 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr.GRIMES. I should like to inquire of some 





eS 


Dutch standard, and not yet refined, 1} cent per | 


I hope that Dutch standard | 


The next amendment was to strike out in sec- | 


“On champagne and sparkling wines, Burgundy, and | 


The next amendment was in section six, line | 
“On all other wines not enumerated, 33} per centum ad | 


The next amendment was in line thirty-one of | 


1] 


| 





Mr. BIGLER. The object of it is to obviate || 





| 


Reena 


yresent rate 
now fixed? Is this amendment eleukied to pro- 
tect, in any degree, the manufacturers of cigars? 
Mr. COLLAMER. It is to protect the Amer- 
ican manufacturer, to some extent, in relation to 
the light cigars. On the high-priced Havana 
cigars, we put a high duty; for the purpose of 
putting a tax upon uxuries. In relation to the 
cheap cigars, the German cigars, there it was a 
measure to protect American manufacturers; for 
they are made of American tobacco. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to know of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont if I correctly understand him 
that he regards cigars as luxuries; because I have 
come toregard themasanecessary of life. [Laugh- 


ter. 

wr. COLLAMER. We tax them on that 
ground. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section seven, to 
strike out *‘six’’ and insert ** seven;"’ in line six, 
to strike out one inch and a half,’’ in line seven, 
and insert ** two inches;’’ to strike out ‘five 
eights of one,’’ in line eight, and insert ‘‘ one half 
an;’’ to strike out “ three,’ in line nine, and in- 
sert ** four;”’ to strike out “five eighths of one,”’ 
in line ten, and insert ‘* one half an;’’ to strike 
out ** three,’’ in line eleven, and insert * four;’’ 
| so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7. 4nd be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be Jevied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles hereinatter men- 
tioned, the following duties, that is to say: First, on bar 
iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats, not less than 
one inch or more than seven inches wide, nor less than one 
quarter of an inch or more than twoinches thick; rounds, 
not less than one half an inch or more than four inches in 
diameter; and squares, not less than one half an inch or 
more than four inches square, fifteen dollars per ton. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, to insert in line fif- 
teen of the seventh section: 

ind provided further, That none of the above tron shall 
| pay a less rate of duty that 20 per centum ad valorem, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line twenty-two 
of the seventh section, to insert ** drawn and fin- 
ished;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


On irun wire, drawn and finished, not more than one 
fourth of one inch in diameter, nor less than No.16 wire 
| gauge, 75 ents per one hundred pounds, and 15 per centum 
ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line thirty-one, to 
| insert before the word *‘ on,’’ the words ‘* on tire 
| for locomotives, or parts thereof, and;’’ so as to 
| make the clause read: 


On tire for locomotives, or parts thereof, and on all other 
descriptions of rolled or hammered iron, not otherwise 
provided for, $20 per ton. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 


| ‘Thenext amendment was in line forty-eight, to 
| insert after the word ‘‘ thereof,’’ the words ‘‘ and 
| anvils;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

| On iron cables or chains, or parts thereof, and anvils 
| $1 25 per one hundred pounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to suggest an amend- 
ment in line forty-five of that section, to strike 
out the words “ for nails, nuts, and horse-shoes;”’ 
so that it will be simply for slit rods, without 
stating the object for which they are to be used. 

Mr. HUNTER, I will suggest to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, before he passes upon that 
subject, that he has got two duties on anvils. 
| The word * anvils,’ in the fiftieth line of the 
amended bill, ought to be stricken out. If it is 
introduced in the forty-eighth line, it ought to be 
stricken out in the fiftieth. 

Mr. BIGLER. That was intended to be in- 
cluded in the amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We have not got down to 
that line yet. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
| ison striking out the words mentioned by the 
| Senator from Rhode Island, in line forty-five, after 
the word *‘ rods,”’ to strike out the words “ for 
nails, nuts, and horse shoes;’’ so that it will read: 

Fourth. On band and hoop iron, and slit rods, not otber- 
wise provided for, $20 per ton. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I move, in the forty-ninth 
and fiftieth lines, to strike out the words ‘* and 








member of the committee what difference this || anvils.”” They have been provided for above. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line fifty-two of | 


section seven, to insert the word “and”? after 
‘*screws;’’ 80 as to read: 


On bed screws and wrought hinges, 1} cent per pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was in lines sixty-six 
and sixty-seven of the seventh section, to strike 


Il was about to make the same | 


oul ‘* $1 25cents per hundred pounds,” and insert | 
‘‘and on wrought iron nuts and washers, ready | 


punched, $25 per ton;’’ so as to make the item 
read, 

On wrought tron railroad chairs, and on wrought iron 
nuts and washers, ready punched, $25 per ton. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TY 


he next amendment was in that portion of the 
seventh section relating to the duties onsteel. The 
section, as it originally stood in that respect, was 
as follows: 

On al! steel in ingots, bars, sheets, or wire, not less than 
one fourth of one inch in diameter, valued at 7 cents per 
pound, or tess, 1} cent per pound ; valued at above 7 cents 
per pound, and not abeve 1] cents per pound, 2 cents per 
pound; and valued at above Il cents per pound, 2} cents 
per pound: Provided, That no steel in any form shall pay 
aduty of less than 20 per centum ad valorem. 

The amendment was to strike out all after **2 
cents per pound,’’ and insert * steel in any form, 
not otherwise provided for, shall pay a duty of 
20 per centum ad valorem.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Secretary has passed 
over an amendment in line eighty-four, to strike 
out the words ‘*two inches and’’ in the clause 
relating to screws. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That was a mistake. There 
was no amendment proposed to that clause. 
Those words should not have been put in italics. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to make an ex- 
planation in regard to my vote. If I were to re- 
main here, 1 should vote against this tariff bill; 
but I have agreed to pair off with the Senator from 
New Jersey, {Mr. Culoweon) who is in favor ot 
the bill. 

The next amendment was in line one hundred 
and four of the seventh section, to insert: 

On cross-cut saws 8 cents per lineal foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
was in section nine, line seventeen, to strike out 
**of seven and a half pounds,’’ after the word 
**gallon’’ in the following item: 

On linseed, flaxseed, hempseed, and rapeseed oil, 16 
cents per gallon of seven and a halt pounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was in the tenth section, to strike out 
**on rice or paddy, 50 cents per hundred pounds,” 
and in lieu of these words to insert: 


On cleaned rice, 1 cent per pound; on uncleaned rice or 
paddy, 50 cents per hundred pounds. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line six of the 
eleventh section, to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert 
** four;”’ so as to make the duty on cloves 4 cents 
per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in the thirteenth line of the elev- 
enth section, to strike out **two,’’ and insert 
ce ”” ° 

three;’’ so as to make the duty on figs 3 cents 
per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was to insert ‘‘ Brussels carpet, 
wrought by the Jacquard machine,’’in the sixth 
line of section thirteen; so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 13. and be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid,on the importation of the articles hereinafter 
mentioned, the following duties, that is to say: First, on 
Wilton, Saxony, and Aubusson patent velvet, Tournay 
velvet, and tapestry velvet carpets and carpeting, Brussels 
carpets wrought by the Jacquard machine, and all medal- 
lion or Whole carpets, valued at $1 25 or under per square 
yard, 40 cents per square yard; valued at over $1 25 per 
square yara, 50 cents per square yard. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I propose, after the words 


** square yard,’’ in the eleventh line, to insert this 
proviso: 


Provided, ‘That no carpets shall pay a less duty than 
2o per centum ad vatorem. 

















That is to cover the very costly carpets that 
cost $4 or $5 a square yard. 
Mr. SEWARD. Will that include rugs? 
Mr. SIMMONS. 
carpets. 
Mr. SEWARD. 
rugs also? 
Mr.SIMMONS. Iam perfectly willing to have 
it in if the rugs are of that costly description. 
Mr. SEWARD. The rugs want protection 
more than the other. 
Mr. SIMMONS. It is necessary to put in my 
amendment here; and if you want an amendment 


for other goods, you can do itwhen you come to 
them. 


' Mr. SEWARD. Why not add “or rugs” 
| here? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. Put in “no car- 
pets or rugs.” 

The Secretary read the amendment as modified, 
to insert after the word ** yard,”’ in line eleven, 
of section thirteen: 

Provided, That no carpets or rugs of the above descrip- 


tion shall pay a duty of less than 25 per centum ad valo- 
rem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
| was in line twelve of section thirteen, after the 
word ** carpeting,’’ to insert, ** printed on the warp 


Why should it not include 


|| or otherwise;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


On Brussels and tapestry, Brussels carpet and carpeting, 
printed on the warp or otherwise, 30 cents per square yard. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line thirty-five of section thir- 

teen, to strike out ‘* sixteen ’’ and insert“ twelve.’’ 

| Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

Mr. BIGLER. I would suggest to the Senator 

from Rhode Island, as there are several changes 

in this section from 16 to 12 cents, we take one 
vote on all those amendments. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was going to propose an 
amendment to this whole complication about 
square yards, at the suggestion of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the city of New York, which 1 
agreed to accept. I move to strike out all after 
| the word ** second,” in the twenty-sixth line of 

the thirteenth section, down to the words ‘ ad 
| valorem,”’ in the sixty-third line, covering about 
two pages of the bill 

Mr. HUNTER. I should be glad if the Sen- 
ator would raise his voice a little. We cannot 
| hear him here. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will raise it as loud as I 
can. I say that, in order to avoid the complica- 
tions of this square yard measurement, and so 
many schedules as there are now in this section 
, about woolen goods, at the suggestion of a com- 
mittee from the New York Chamber of Com- 
| merce, I have agreed to make this amendment: 
I propose to strike out from the word ‘* second,”’ 
| in the twenty-sixth line of the thirteenth section, 
to ‘* ad valorem,”’ in the sixty-third line; and also 
to strike out after ‘* ad valorem,’’ in the ninety- 
| fourth line, to the word ‘* third,’’ in the ninety- 
| eighth line;and in lieu of the matter thus strickea 
| out, to insert: 

On woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures 

| of wool of every description, made wholly or in part of 
wool, not otherwise provided for, a duty of 12 cents per 

pound, and in addition thereto 25 per centum ad valorem. 

| On endless bales for paper, and blanketing for printing 
machines, 25 per centum ad valorem. 

The portions of the thirteenth section proposed 
to be stricken out are from line twenty-six to line 
sixty-three, as follows: 

On all woolen cloths, or cloths of which wool shall be 
the chief component material, fulled or milled, kerseys and 
plains, valued at 25 cents per square yard and under, a duty 
of 20 per centum ad valorem ; on all claths, eassimeres, ker- 
seys, buckskins, doeskins, mixed sackings, pelisse cloths 
habit cloths, ladies’ cloakings, fancies, tweeds, plains, and 
felts, or goods of a similar character, valued at 25 cents and 
not exceeding 75 cents per square yard, a duty of 16 cents 

per pound, and in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valo- 
| rem: Provided, That all goods or cloths of the foregoing 

description, weighing not more than ten ounces per square 
yard, shall pay a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addition 
| thereto 25 per centum ad valorem ; valued at over 75 cents 
per square vard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addi- 
tion thereto 25 per centum ad valorem; on all beaver cloths, 
| Duffil cloths, pilot cloths, petershams, felt cloths, or similar 
| cloths, suitable for overcoats or blankets, and valued at &1 or 
less per square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in 
| 














addition thereto 15 per centum ad valorem ; valued above 
| $1 and not above $2 persquare yard, a duty of 16 cents per 
pound, and in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valorem ; 
| valued above $2 per square yard, a duty of 16 cents per 
| pound, und in addition thereto 25 per centum ed valorem ; 
; on all broadcloths, twilted or plain, valued at $1 or less per 


No; only the above specified | 
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square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 15 per centumad valorem ; above $1 and not above 
$2 per square yard, 16 cents per pound, and in a 
thereto 20 per 
square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 25 per centum ad valorem. 


_ And also from lines ninety-four to ninety-eight, 
in the following words: P 


On woolen shawls, or shawls of which wool shall be the 


idition 
er centum ad valorem; valued above = 


| chief component material, a duty of 16 cents per pound, 








| 
} 


and in addition thereto, 20 per centuin ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
was, In section thirteen, line sixty-nine, to strike 
out ‘*or,”’ and insert **and not;’’ and after the 
word ‘over,’’ to insert ** one dollar;’’ and to 
strike out ** sixteen,”’ and insert ** twelve;”’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

On woolen and worsted yarn, valued at 50 cents and not 


over $1 per pound, 12 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 15 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after the clause last 
amended, to insert in section thirteen, line sey- 
enty-one: 

On woolen and worsted yarn,valued at over $1 per pound, 


12 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 25 per ceutum 
ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was, in line eighty-one of section 
thirteen, to strike out **sixteen,’? and insert 
**twelve;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


On clothing, ready made, and wearing apparel of every 
description, composed wholly or in part of wool, made up 
or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, 
or manufacturer, 12 cents per pound, and in addition there- 
to 25 per centuni ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next was, in line eighty-five of section 


| thirteen, to strike out **10 cents each,’’ and in- 
| sert **6 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 


10 per centum ad valorem,’’ as the duty on blank- 
ets valued at not over 75 cents each, and of di- 
mensions not lesgthan seventy-two by fifty-two 


| inches. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Now I want to offer an 
amendment to cover all this blanket business. I 


| have got information from the same committee 


that these blankets are all purchased by the pound 
weight, instead of by the square yard; and | have 
drawn up an amendment to suit them. I move 
to strike out all after the word ** valorem,’’ in line 
eighty-two of page 21, to the word “ in,”’ in line 


| ninety-four, and insert, in lieu of the words 
| stricken out: 


On blankets of all kinds, made wholly or in part of wool, 


| valued at not exceeding 28 cents per pound, there shall be 
| charged a duty of 6 cents per pound, and in addition thereto, 


10 per centum ad valorem. On all valued above 28 cents 
per pound and not exceeding 40 cents per pound, there shall 
be charged a duty of 6 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 25 per centum ad valorem. On all valued above 40 
cents per pound, there shall be charged a duty of 12 cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valo- 
rem. 


I will briefly explain what the intention of this 
is. There are twoclasses of these blankets—one 


| made from coarse wool, thatcosts 3 cents a pound. 


We put them at 6 centsa pound; and when we 

get to the finer blankets, costing over 40 cents a 

pound, we make them pay a duty of 12 cents. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The words stricken out of the bill by this 
amendiment are: 

* On blankets valued at not over 75 cents each, and of 
the dimensions not less than seventy-two by fifty-two 
inches, a duty of 10 cents each; on all other blankets, 
comprising Witney, Rose, Bath, Duffil, point, cradle, crib, 
Mackinaw, and horse blankets, composed wholly or in part 
of wool, and not exceeding in value the sum of $2 each, 16 
cents per pound, and in addition thereto 15 per centum ad 
valorem; valued at over $2 each, 16 cents per pound, and 
in addition thereto 20 per centum ed valorem. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
was in section thirteen, line one hundred, after the 
word “ wool,” to insert ‘‘ gray or uncolored;”’ 
after ** and’’ to insert ** on;”’ and after * all,’’ to 
insert “‘ other;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


On all delaines, cashmere delaines, muslin delaines, 
barege delaines, composed wholly or in part of wool, gray 


or uncolored, and on ail other gray and uncolored goods of 


similar description, 25 per centum ad valorem. 

The amendment wasagreed to. 

The next wasin the same section, line one hun- 
dred and two, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to insert 
‘* stained, colored, or printed, and on all other;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

And on ail stained, colored, or printed, and on ail other 
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manufactures of wool, or of which weol shal! be a com- 


ponent material, not otherwise prov ided fer, 30 per centum | 


ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one hundred 
and eight of the thirteenth section, to strike out 
“thirty percentum ad valorem,’’ and insert“ and.”’ 
The bill now reads: 


i 
| 


** On oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painte4, or printed, val- 
ued at 50 cents or less per square yard, 20 per centum ad | 


valorem ; valued at over 50 cents per square yard, 30 per 
centum ad valorem ; on all other oil-cloth, 30 per centum ad 
valorem.”? 


The proposed amendment makes it read thus: 


On oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, val- 
ued at 50 cents or less per square yard, 20 per centum ad 
valorem ; valued at over 50 cents per square yard, and on 
ali other oil-cloth, 30 per centuin ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line fifteen of section fourteen, | 


to insert. 


On like goods, exceeding two hundred threads to the | 


square inch, counting the warp and filling, 4 cents per | 


square yard. 
So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 14. and be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 
aud paid, on the importation of the articles hereinafter 
mentioned, the following duties, that is to say: First, On 
al! manufactures of cottoa not bleached, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, and not exceeding one hundred threads 
to the square ineh, counting the warp and filling, and ex- 
ceeding in weight five ounces per square yard, | cent per 
square yard ; on finer or lighter goods of like description, 
not exceeding one hundred and forty threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, 2 cents per square yard ; 


on goods of like description, exceeding one hundred and | 


forty threads, and not exceeding two hundred threads to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, 3 cents per 
square yard ; on like goods, exceeding two hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 4 cents 
per square yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line twenty-four of section 
fourteen, to insert the words ‘* plain woven;’’ so 
as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That upon all plain woven cotton goods not 





included in the foreguing schedules, and upon cotton goods || 


of every description, the value of which shall exceed 16 
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid, a duty of 25 per centum ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was, so toamend the following clause 
of the fourteenth section: 


On spool thread of cotton, containing fifty yards or less 
each, 2$ cents per dozen spools; containing over fifty yards 
and not over one hundred yards cach, 4 cents per dozen 
spools ; containing one hundred yards and not over one 
hundred and fitty yards each, 6 cents per dozen spool; con 
taining over one hundred and fifty yards and not over two 
hundred yards each, 8 cents per dozen spools. 

As to make it read: 


On spool and other thread of cotton, 30 per centum ad 
valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line forty-six of section four- 
teen, to insert, after “cotton,” the words ‘‘ and 
cotton velvet;’’ and to insert *‘ five’’ after ** twen- 
ty;’’ so as to make the cause read: 

On shirts and drawers, wove or made on frames, com- 


posed wholly of cotton, and cotton velvet, 25 per centum 
ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line five of section fifteen, to 
insert ** five,”’ after ‘* thirty;”’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

On uumanufactured hemp, $35 per ton. 


Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask what the pres- 
ent duty is on unmanufactured hemp. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Twenty-four per cent. 

Mr. HALE. How much a ton? 

Mr. SIMMONS. About $50 a ton. 
proposes $35 dollars. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to that section. It 
provides, first, that unmanufactured hemp shall 
pay a duty of $35 dollars per ton, and next, that 
* Manilla, and other hemps of India,’”’ shall pay 
**$15 per ton.’’ L wish to know if the section 
means that Manilla hemp shall pay only $15 a 
ton, when other hemp shall pay $35? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what it means. 

Mr. POLK. I should like to know from the 


Senator from Rhode Island the reasons for that 
distinction 


Mr. SIMMONS, 


This 


| to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 


Ucular attention to the prices current of hemp this | 


year; but | know that, formerly, Russian hemp 
was just about twice the price of Manilla. Form- 


| the Senator did not hear—that the committee 
| thought $30 a ton on Russian hemp was not near 
| a revenue duty, not more than 15 per cent., and 


| nilla hemp at all. 
| with, mostly, is American hemp. I wish to know | 
| whether the proportion of duty on Russian hemp, 
| for instance, at $35 per ton, is the same as that on 


| know what price Russian hemp used to be, but 


one pound and a half per square yard.”’ 


| and insert **1 cent;”’ and after the word “‘pound,”’ 


| I desire to put the duty at 14 cent a pound, in- | 
| stead of 1 cent. | 


_ of introducing hemp in winches, as the letter calls | 


| as I can. 


erly, the value in market of Russian hemp was 
about double that of Manilla hemp, and I pre- 
sume it is so still. This bill came from the House | 
of Representatives with a duty of $30 0n Russian 
and $15 on Manilla hemp. The committee thought 
the Russian hemp ought to pay $35; and so they 
put $5 more on it, and they thought ita very low 
duty. We did not alter the other hemp duties at | 
all, supposing that they were made on a fair esti- 
mate of the market value of the article. 

Mr. GWIN. I observe that the duty is in- 
creased $5 a ton by the select committee beyond 
what the other House made it. What was the 
reason for the increase ? 

Mr, SIMMONS. I have just stated—perhaps 


we thought we could get a little more duty on it; 
and that is the reason why we proposed to add 
$5 more. 

Mr. POLK. 





[am not familiar with this Ma- 
The hemp that I am familiar 


Manilla hemp at $15 per ton, or about the same? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very near, I should think. 
I have not looked at the prices current of hemp 
for a number of years; but I daresay, if you look 
in former tariffs, which were based on the forefgn | 
prices, you will find about that proportion. 1 


I am not familiar with it lately. The committee 
thought $30 a ton was not near as much as the | 


what revenue we could fairly get from it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section fifteen, to 
strike out from lines seventeen to twenty-one, in- 
clusive, the following words: 

‘< Weighing not over one pound and a half per square yard, 
or imported under the designation of gunny cloth, or any 
other appellation, 2 cents per square yard; weighing over 





And to imsert, in lieu thereof, 
Valued at less than 10 cents per square yard, 
And in line twenty-two, to strike out **2 cents,” 


in the same line, to insert the words *‘ over 10 
cents per square yard, 2 cents per pound.”’ 

So that the clause wiil read: 

On cotton bagging, or any other manufacture not other- 
wise provided tor, suitable for the uses to which cotton 
bagging is applied, whether composed in whole or in part 


of hemp, jute, or flax, or any other material, valued at less |! 


than 10 cents per square yard, 1 cent per pound; over 10 
cents per square yard, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to modify the duty 
on the first description of bagging by inserting 1} 
cent instead of Lcenta pound. I do not think 1 | 
cent is quite a revenue tariff. 


Mr. POLK. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In the twenty-second line. | 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


| to; and theamendment, as amended was adopted. 


Mr. POLK. Ishould like to call the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to another ques- 
tion. I have received a letter which states that, 
under the tariff as it now stands, they have a way 


it. I believe itis hemp. manufactured to a cer- 
tain point, thus escaping the duty. I should like 


whether the duty on yarns—4 cents a pound on’ 
yarns—will embrace all the stages of manufac- 
ture from the raw article up to cordage ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not hear the Senator | 
say in what form that hemp came. Was it in | 
** winches ?”’ 

Mr. POLK. Yes, sir; I think that is the ex- | 
pression, 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator can tell as well 
I never saw any of it. 


Mr. POLK. I wouldask the Senator whether, 


| ifthe word “‘ hemp”’ were inserted before the word 
| yarns,”’ it would not probably meet the diffi- 
I have not given any par- | 


culty to which my correspondent referred ? 
Mr. SIMMONS. It must be in it; for this bill 


| puts a duty on hemp, flax, yarn, Sisal grass, jute, | 


At what line will that amend- || 
| ment of the Senator come in? | 
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The next amendment of the committee was in 
section seventeen, line five, to strike out the word 
*plate;’’ and after the word ‘* plate’? where it 
occurs a second time, to strike out the word 
**crown;’’ and after the word ** cylinder” to strike 
and insert ** or broad;’’ 
so that the clause will read: 





First, on rough plate, cylinder, or broad window glass, 
not exceeding ten by fifteen inches, ? cent per square foot. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to make that 1 cent 
per square foot. As it now stands, it is a prac- 
tical reduction of the duties on the larger sizes of 
glass. We did not think of it at the time we were 
reducing the duty; but on the large sizes of a 
higher cost we desire to have a oa leenta 
square foot, as it was in the original bill. 

Mr. GWIN. I desire to ntove an amendment 
to the whole of that section. When this subject 
came up in the select committee, we agreed upon 
an amendment to the section on some facts that 
were brought before the committee by myself. I 
received a letter from one of the largest import- 
ing houses in California on this subject of the 
duty on glass, in which it was stated: 

*T will add that our State consumes at present foreign 
glass only; the American being unsuited to our market in 
quality, and, owing to its inferior packages, totally unfit for 
transportation over our mountains and through our valleys, 
and you can appreciate the injustice of compelling us to 
pay eastern manufacturers high prices for an article so 
objectionable.”’ 

I brought the subject before the select commit- 
tee, and an amendment was agreed upon in that 
committee, | obtained a copy of that amendment, 
and transmitted it to one of these gentlemen, to 


a | lay before, not only his own house, but all those 
| present law, and that we ought to raise it, to get || 


that were interested in it; and | received in answer 
a letter, from which I read the following: 

* Your esteemed favor of the 30th ultimo has just reached 
me, covering the proposed amendment to Morrixe’s tariff 
bill, on window glass. I have telegraphed to you, that the 
rates to be reported by the select committee are very satis- 
factory; they are more faverable te our State than to par- 
ties on this side, as our principal consumption is of small 
glass.- Our objection was not so much to paying an increase 
duty, as it was to have our business destroyed by prolibi- 
tion. ‘The proposed rates will not destroy it.” 

Then agaiu, having sent a copy of the bill as 
printed, I :eceived another letter from the firm, in 
which ‘iicy state that— 

“Upon examining the report of the Senate select com- 
mittee, L find the rates upon window glass largely advanced 
above the figures quoted in your esteemed favor of the 30th 
ultimo. For instance, the printed report places sixes up to 
ten by fifteen at } cent per square foot, your letter at | ceni.”’ 

I will not go on with the reading of this letter. 
This is a subject of the greatest importance to us, 
because we do not consume any American glass 
in California. American glass is not packed so 
that it can be carried through the interior of our 
country. This duty, as it was in the original bill, 
and as it has been changed since it left the select 
committee, is prohibitory. | propose to offer pre- 
cisely the amendment that was agreed on in the 
select committee to that whole section, which I 
will send to the Chair. The chairman of the select 
committee will recollect that | took a copy of it at 
the time. I desire to have the action of the select 
committee agreed to by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now before the Senate is on the amendment which 
has been reported from the select committee. 

Mr. GWIN. [ move my amendment as a sub- 
stitute for the whole section. It is,in fact, what 
the committee agreed on originally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed 
amendment will be read for information. 

The Secretary read it: to strike out all of the 


| seventeenth section after the enacting clause, and 


to insert the following in lieu thereof: 
“That from and after the day and year aforesaid, there 


shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 


the articles herein mentioned, the following duties, thatis 
to say: first, on rough plate, cylinder, or broad window 
glass, not exceeding ten by fifteen inches, } cent per square 
toot; above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches, 1 cent per square foot; above that, and not exeeed- 
ing twenty-four by thirty inches, 2 cents per square foot; 
all above that, 3 cents per square foot ; on crown, plaic, or 
polished, and all other window glass not exceeding tea by 
fifteen inches, 1} cent per aquare foot ; above that, and not 
exceeding sixteen by twenty-four inchgs, 2) cents per 
square foot; above that, and not exceeding twenty-four by 


| thirty inches, 4cents persquare fvot ; ull above that, 5cents 
| per square foot: Provided, That ali glass imported in sheets 


| 
| 


and everything. || 


or tables, without reference to size or form, shall pay the 
highest duty herein imposed: nd provided further, That 
all rough plate, cylinder, or broad glass weighing over one 
hundred pounds per one hundred square feet, shall pay an 
additional duty on the excess at the same rates as lierein 
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imposed; and all crown, plate, or polished, and all other 
window glass, weighing over one hundred pounds per one 
hundred square feet, shall pay an additional duty propor- 
tionate to that herein provided for glass of that weight. 





THE CON 


wish to oppose. That amendment is an absolute } revenue. Which rate will bring the most 





into the State that I represent. 


Vhe PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- |! 


ment to strike out the seventeenth section and in- {| 


sert the matter which has been read, is not in 
order for consideration until the seventeenth sec- 
tion has been perfected by acting on such amend- 


ments as have been or may be offered to it. The | 
first question now is on the amendment to the | 


seventeenth section offered by the select com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to state, in reference 
to this section, that I think the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia is right, to some extent. We had this 
proposition, as he offers it, before the committee, 
and at the time itseemed entirely satisfactory; but 
subsequently we were called upon by the manu- 


facturers of glass, and shown that in reference to | 


this first article, having reduced it to } cent, we 
had made a serious mistake, and that, in fact, our 
rate was too low. I do not now recollect whether 
the Senator from California was present at that 
meeting or not; I presume he was not; but I think 
a quorum of the committee was present. I know 
I voted expressly to raise this rate from § cent to 


3 cent. Furthermore, at the time, and since, man- | 


ufacturers have been insisting that we should raise 
it to 1 cent; and the Senator from Rhode Island 
has suggested an amendmentaccordingly. There- 
fore, in reference to this imported glass, there was 
a difference between the importers and the man- 
ufacturers; those represented by the Senator from 
California insisting on } cent, while the manufac- 
turers wanted I cent, We fixed the rate at ? cent. 
My impression is we had better let it rest there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, from the select committee, to 
this section. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I stated when I was up be- 
fore, that we had agreed to put this at 3 cent. I 
did it after conference with some persons inter- 
ested. Since then, I have seen a great many of 
these men, and they tell me this enlargement of 
the size, which is very considerable, has a great 
deal to do with it; and } cent is a practical reduc- 
tion of the rate of duty that was fixed by the 
House. I believe, myself, that this size of from 
ten to fifteen inches should pay a duty of 1 cent 
afoot. Before, it was ten by twelve. They in- 
sisted upon having the highest schedule on the 
large size increased. [told them I would consent 
to increase it to 1 cent, and I would move it; but 
I would insist upon keeping the other schedules 
as we had reported them on the larger sizes. But 
this isa bind of glass that they have been making 
in this country. More than half of the furnaces 
are now closed up; and I think 1 cent a square 
foot is as little duty on that as I ever recollect 
before in any tariff. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the amendment of the select 
committee, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. GWIN. What is the question before the 
Senate? Is it on my substitute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California, the 
Chair stated at the time, was not now in order for 
consideration, inasmuch as the amendment pro- 
posed to strike out the seventeenth section, and in- 
sert what the Senator from California sent to the 
Chair and was read. The seventeenth section, 
proposed to bestricken out, is open toamendment, 
that is commonly called perfection, before the 
question can be taken on the substitute the Sen- 
ator from California offered; and there isan amend- 
ment to the seventeenth section offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island from the select com- 
mittee. The question is on that amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. Let us hear it read. 

The Secretary read it; in section seventeen, line 
eight, to strike out ‘twelve’? and insert * six- 
teen;”? and after the word “ by,” to strike out 
** eighteen”? and insert ‘* twenty-four;’’ and in line 
nine, to strike out **2 cents’’ and insert * 1} 
cent;’’ so that the clause will read: 


Above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches, 1} cent per square foot. 


Mr. GWIN. That is the very amendment I 
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reye- 


prohibition of the importation of these articles |) nue into the Treasury? is the question we should 
| consider. I undertake to say, when you prohibit 


I have it from 
authority that I cannot question. It was agreed 
upon in select committee, on information brought 
before that committee by those engaged in the 
importation of this article, to reduce the duty to 
4 cent. Afterwards, without my ever hearing 
that the committee had met again, it was amended 
and the bill reported. In order that there might 
not be any mistake about it, I sent an abstract 
of precisely what the committee had agreed upon; 
I sent precisely the action of the committee; I 
had a copy made by our clerk; and the answer 
was that it was satisfactory. Subsequently, when 


the bill was printed, I found it was changed from || 
what was agreed upon in the select committee, | 
at what I thought was the last meeting of that | 


committee. My proposition is to amend it pre- 


_ cisely as it was agreed upon in the select committee 





| tion have gone out of existence under the opera- | 


when we last met. I have the very words from 


the clerk as it was drawn up. Now, this is an | 


increase over the duty reported from } cent to 1 


cent. The committee agreed that it should be § | ; 
| order to benefit certain manufactaring establish- 


cent. I have reason to believe that this duty of 1 
per cent. is prohibitory. We never import any 
American glass in California; but this duty is so 
high that it will be prohibitory, at least on this 
particular glass. Itis not so packed that we can 
consume it in our country. I hope, therefore, 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island will not be agreed to. 
Mr.TEN EYCK. Mr. President, the manu- 
facture of the commonest kind of glass is a busi- 
ness in which many of my constituents are en- 
gaged. From information that I have received 
from the manufacturers, I am satisfied that the 
amendment, as now proposed by the chairman of 
the select committee, to raise the duty upon this 
common window glass from 3 of a cent per square 
foot to 1 cent per square foot, is a matter of abso- 
lute necessity for the protection of a very large 
number of persons who are engaged in that pur- 
suit. The amendment that is now proposed to 


make thé duty 1 cent per square foot, very nearly | 
that was placed upon | 


approximates to the dut 
this article under the tariff of 1842. When the 
tariff of 1846 came into operation, there were, in 
the first and second congressional districts of my 
State, twenty-four glass manufactories in success- 
ful operation. Under the present tariff there are 
but ve. Nineteen manufactories of this descrip- 


tion of the present tariff law. I have been in- 
formed by gentlemen who are engaged in this 
business, who have had personal interviews with 
me, thatunless this duty is increased to 1 percent. 
upon this kind of glass, the duty as at present 
proposed will kill them, to use their language. 
Now, sir, there have been, in the first and sec- 
ond congressional districts of the State of New 
Jersey, about a thousand operatives employed in 
this business; and allowing five persons to the 
family, there are some five thousand people who 
are directly interested in the protection of this 


article in the first and second congressional dis- | 
tricts of that State alone. If you reduce the duty | 
upon this kind of glass, as proposed by the Sen- | 


ator from California, you absolutely extinguish 
the fires of those furnaces; you blacken their 
hearths; and you send these operatives wandering 
over the State seeking some other kind of employ- 
ment for which they are not fitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the question is not now on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California. That 
is not yet inorder, The questionis on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
from the select committee. 

Mr. GWIN. That is precisely what I am 
speaking about. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After that 
amendment has been disposed of, if no further 
amendment be offered, the question will then be 
on inserting what the Senator from California has 
sent to the Chair. 

Mr.GWIN. I am speaking against the amend- 
ment proposed by the denise from Rhode Island. 
Now, Mr. President, we all suppose that this is 
a tariff for revenue, and not a tariff for protection; 
and when gentlemen get up and say, “‘ If you do 


not add so much, you turn operatives out of em- | 


ployment,”’ that is no legitimate argument to 
advance to the Senate on the question of raising 











| That is the very reason wh 


the consumption of an article by levying a duty 
so high that it will not be consumed or imported, 
you destroy the very object which this bill pro- 
fesses toaccomplish—the raising of revenue This 
is a prohibitory duty to some sections of the coun- 
try; and it is proposed to be inserted in the bill, 
as the Senator from New Jersey said, expressly 
to keep furnaces burning, to keep operatives at 
work, and not to put money in the Treasury. 

f am opposed to this 
bill; because protection is the object,and revenue 
a mere incident. Here is a case in point where 
the revenue is not to be considered at all. The 
question is, whether the furnaces shall burn, and 
glass manufacturers can make more profit under 
the bill as I propose to amend it, or as it is pro- 
— to be amended by the Senator from Rhode 

sland. Sir, Lam willing to raise revenue to carry 
on the Government, but never to lay a duty for 
the pare of prohibiting the introduction of 
articles upon which we can collect customs, in 


ments in this country. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not understand this as 
the Senator from California does. Iam very much 
inclined to think that his objection arises from the 
suggestions of persons a to the whole bill. 
I doubt very much whether he bas studied the 
subject, or cares about it, for he is opposed to a 
tariff bill. Iam in favor of raising revenue enough 
to support the Government; and in laying the du- 
ties, | would impose them in such a way as also to 
protect the industrial interest of the country. With 
the great demand on our Treasury now, there is 
no difficulty at all in protecting the laborers, me- 
chanics, and manufacturers of this country, if we 
lay our duties wisely and judiciously. I think this 
bill does so in an eminent degree. I think, of all 
the tariff bills we have ever had, there has been 
more thought given to this than to any which has 
ever been before us. While this will give us rev- 
enue enough, it will, at the same time, protect the 
labor of the country without any harm to any- 
body. I am not in favor of making any tariff bill 
merely for the purpose of revenue. While rev- 
enue is the first object, | am satisfied that here- 
after, with the great wants of this country, if 
wisdom is used in getting up your bills, our peo- 
ple never can want protection. 

Mr. BIGLER. i have no doubt whatever as 
to this duty on glass increasing the revenue, al- 
though I have no way of convincing the Senator 
from California; butt will say to him that he has 
furnished himself the clearest evidence, to my 
mind, that this rate of duty is too low. He reads 
from his correspondent, an importer of the article, 
who says that half a cent a square foot is highly 
satisfactory. Now, I know that to the manufac- 
turers, who understand the business just as well 
as the importers, that rate was highly unsatisfac- 
tory. They insisted on 1 cent, not only because 
it would increase the revenue, but because it would 
give them some opportunity of reviving this busi- 
ness. After some discussion, and before we had 
as thoroughly understood the subject as we ought 
to have done, before the appearance of the New 
Jersey men here, we agreed on 3 cent; but I think 
the Senator from Rhode Island was right in pro- 
posing 1] cent instead of } cent. 

Mr.GWIN. A word in reply to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. My correspondent said that 
this was highly satisfactory; it was nota prohib- 
itory duty; but see what he does say: 

‘The rates to be reported by the select committee are 
very satisfactory ; they are more favorable to our State than 
to parties on this side, as our principal consumption Is of 


small glass. Our objection is not so much to paying 48 
increased duty ’’— 


He does not object to that; 


“as it is to have our business destroyed by prohibition. 
The proposed rates will not destroy it.” 


That is the reason they are satisfactory. He 
does not want his business destroyed; he does 
not object to an increase of duty paying revenue 
to the Government; but he does not want his 
business destroyed by a prohibitory duty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In order to satisfy the Sen- 
ator from California and the Senate, that this isa 
very low ae» and to show that we are not in- 
creasing the duty in proportion to the increase 1 
the size of the glass, to the same extent as hith- 
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erto, I will read the provision in the act of 1842, 
in reference to glass; and the Senator will see how 
much the duties were there put up in consequence 
of the increase of the size merely: 


‘On cylinder or broad window glass, not exceeding eight 
by ten inches, 2 cents per square foot; above that, and not 
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| 


exceeding ten by twelve inches, 2} cents per square foot ; | 


above that, and not exceeding fourteen by ten inches, 3} 
cents per square foot.’’ 


Now, we agreed at first to put 3? cent on glass 
ten by fifteen inches—bigger than that which paid 
3; cents a square foot under the act of 1842; but 
when I came to look at the valuation I had in 
another bill, I was satisfied there never was a 
tariff which, if it was fairly administered, put so 
low a rate of duty on glass as this. 


Mr. GWIN. The greatest failure of a tariff | 


that ever was enacted in this country, was the 
tariff of 1842. 


for it a tariff the most eminent! 
we ever had;and that was the tariff of 1846, which 
I am’sorry was changed. The duties under the 
tariff of 1842 would be ene now. The 
specific duty exacted under that tariff on many 
articles would be now absolutely prohibitory. 
My only object in the amendment I propose, is to 
bring revenue into the Treasury. 
precisely the very amendment that the Senator 
from Rhode Island himself offered in the select 
committee, in the very same words; I have not 
changed it a particle. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Have I not said half a dozen 
times that 1 was mistaken in that? We did itat 


the suggestion of the Senator from California. I | 


hold myself at liberty, when I make a mistake, 
to correctit. [have stated that three or four times. 

Mr. GWIN. I have never heard the Senator 
say it before. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
times. 

Mr. GWIN. Then how did the bill happen 
to be reported in a different manner from that in 
which the select committee agreed to it? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ina subsequent meeting of 
the committee, we changed this duty to } centa 
pound, 


I have said it three or four 


Mr. GWIN. I never heard of such a meeting. | 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator was notified | 
every time the committee met; and whenever we || 


wanted a vote, | had to go into another commit- 
tee-room to get him. 


Mr. GWIN. No such notification was ever | 


given me of an 
was changed. 

it was brought to my notice by a gentleman in 
New York, who informed me that the amend- 
ment agreed upon in committee had been changed 
in the bill as printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was changed by the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BIGLER. It was. I ask the Senator from 
California if he says the committee agreed upon 
3 cent, with the facts before them? 

Mr. GWIN. I do not pretend to say that we 
had agreed upon it in committee with all the facts 
before us. Not knowing what effect it would 
have, | consulted the parties themsel ves, and they 
said that it was satisfactory; that though the rate 
proposed was much higher than the present one, 
they were willing to pay it, but the rate in the 
original bill was prohibitory. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have no doubt that this is 
below the average rate. It is less than 20 per cent. 
My calculation is, that it is about 18 per cent. It 
is less than the average rate of ad valorem duties. 

Mr. GWIN. Those who deal in the article 
say it is a prohibitory duty. 

The PRESIDIN OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The question is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GWIN. lIask for the yeas and nays, to 
see whether this is to go by default or not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


be accepted. 


subsequent meeting when that 


I have listened with very great in- 


It was a tariff that very soon | 
brought the Government to such a condition that | 
it had to be modified; and Congress substituted | 
successful that | 


I have offered | 


never knew anything of it until | 





I hope this amendment will || 


terest to the debate; and I am satisfied that, when | 


the subject shall have been arranged as is pro- 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island, there 


will be no effectual prohibition of the manufacture | 


of any kind of glass. I believe 1 have been in 
manufacturing establishments of glass—in a sin- 
gle manufactory in England—in which more glass 
18 manufactured than in any twenty or thirty man- 


| Belgium, of France, and of Siberia, into competi- || 








| one cent.”’ 








ufactories in the United States; and I think there | 


are not many more manufactories in the United | 
States than that number. All that will come of | 
this will be, that we shall get cheaper glass and || 
more revenue; we shall bring the glass-makers of || 
tion with the French and the English; and per- || 
haps do a little something towards lifting up our | 
own manufacturers in the competition. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask that the amendment be | 
read just exactly as it is, so that we may under- 
stand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will again read the amendment of the Senator from | 
Rhode Island to the seventeenth section. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

On page 27, line eight, after the word “ exceeding,” strike | 
out “ twelve’’ and insert “ sixteen ;”’ and strike out * eigh- | 
teen” and insert ** twenty-four ;”’ and in line nine, after the 
word “ inches,” strike out ** two” and insert ‘“‘ one and a 
half;’? so as to make the clause read: 

Above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches, 1} cent per square foot. 

Mr. GWIN. [have no objection to that. I 
thought the amendment was in the item above 
that, to raise the duty from 3 to 1 cent a square 
foot. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is it. 

Mr. BIGLER. The question pending, I think, 
is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, to strike out 3? cent and insert 1 cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIiN. No, sir; that was the one I op- 
posed. I have no recollection, at least, of its being 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The recollection of the Chair is confirmed by the 
Secretary. The Chair’s recollection is distinct 
upon it. Any Senator, however, can have the 
question raised again by moving a reconsidera- 
tion. The question now is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, which has just 
been read. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the amendment, raising 
the duty from 3} cent to 1 cent, will beweconsid- 
ered. That is the very amendment I am oppos- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and 
nays have been called for and ordered on the 
amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. HUNTER. As] understand it, the amend 
ment which has just been read reduces the duty 
imposed in the original bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly it does. 

Mr. GWIN. I am in favor of that. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from California 
will not vote against that. What he wants to do, 
is to geta chance to try his amendment; and I 
think we ought to reconsider the vote that has 
been given, in order to enable him to move that 
as an amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from California cannot be 
reached until all the amendments that shall be of- 
fered to modify the seventeenth section shal! be 
disposed of, as the amendment of the Senator 





| 








from California is to strike out the seventeenth 
section and insert other matter. 

Mr. HUNTER. lLask, will it be in order, after 
we have agreed to these amendments, then to 
strike out the section, and insert the amendment 
of the Senator from California? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it will 
be in order, and not till then. 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays, for I am in favor of this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By common 
consent, the order for the yeas and nays will be 
recalled. ‘The Chair hears no objection. The 


question is on the amendment which has been 
read, 


Mr. POLK. As this bill stands before us, and 
as I understand it, the bill, as printed, contains 
an amendment proposed by the select committee, 
which is, to insert ‘*three quarters of’’ before 


Mr.SIMMONS. That has been passed upon. 


stands at 1 cent a pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee, was in 
line eleven of the seventeenth section, to strike 
out *three,’’ and insert **two;’’ so as to make 


| The three quarters were stricken out, and itnow 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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the duty on rough plate, cylinder, or broad win- 
dow glass over sixteen by twenty-four inches, 
and not exceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, 
2 cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

The next was in line eleven of the seventeenth 
section, to strike out * four,’’ and insert **and not 
exceeding in weight one pound per square foot, 
three;’’ so as to make the duty on rough plate, 
cylinder, or broad window glass above twenty- 
four by thirty inches, and not exceeding in weight 
one pound per square foot, 3 cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line sixteen of the seventeenth 


| section, to insert ‘rough plate’? before “ cylin- 
| der,’’ and to strike out ‘plate, rough plate, 


crown,’’ after ** cylinder;”’ and in line nineteen to 
strike out “at the same rates as herein imposed ,’” 


| and insert ** of 3 cents per ee 


Mr. SIMMONS. he latter branch of that 


amendment should be voted down, and let it go 


over these different sizes precisely in proportion 
to the duties on them. We do not wantto strike 
out that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator indicate what he wants stricken out? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is all right enough except 
the last item, which ought notto be stricken out. 
It should read: ** That all rough plate, cylinder, 


| or broad glass weighing over one hundred pounds 


per one hundred square feet, shall pay an addi- 
tional duty on the excess at the same rates as 
herein Mnposed.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


| from Rhode Island proposes, as the Chair under- 
| stands him, that the portion of the original bill 
| which this amendment of the committee proposes 


to strike out, shall stand. 

Mr. SEWARD. I should like to hear it read. 
I want to know how it will stand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I willread it. The provis- 
ion should read thus: ‘* Thatall rough plate, cyl- 
inder, or broad glass weighing over one hundred 
pounds per one handeed square feet, shall pay an 


| additional duty on the excess at the same rates 


as herein imposed.’”’ 

I want those words to stand, and to strike out 
‘*3 cents per pound,”’ which the committee pro- 
posed to insert; so that this glass will pass ac- 
cording to the differentsizes by being double thick, 
as they call it. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Seygator from Rhode 
Island to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was adopted. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert in section seventeen, line twenty: 

On crown, plate, or polished, and on all other window 
glass not exceeding ten by fifteen inches, 1} cent per square 
foot; above that, and notexceeding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches, 2} cents per square foot; above that, and not ex- 
ceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, 4 cents per square 
foot; all above that, 5 cents per square foot; Provided, that 
all crown, plate, or polished, and all other window glass 
weighing over one hundred and fifty pounds per one hun- 


dred square feet, shall pay an additional duty on such ex- 
cess of 4 cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GWIN. Is it time for my amendment 


now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
having passed through the amendments offered to 
the seventeenth section, the question will now be 
on the amendment of the Senator from California, 
to strike out the whole section as modified, and 
to insert what he has forwarded to the Secretary 
and had read. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to have it read 
again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter 
proposed to be inserted will be again read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That from and after the day and year aforesaid, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid, on the importation of the 
articles hereinafter mentioned, the following duties, that is 
to say: first, on rough plate, cylinder, or broad window 
glass, not exceeding ten by fifteen inches, § cent per square 
foot; above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty- 
four inches, ] cent persquare foot; above that, and not ex- 
ceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, 2 ccnts per square 
foot; all above that, 3 cents per squire foot. On crown, 


plate, or polished, and all other window glass, not exceed 

ing ten by fifteen inches, 1} cent per square foot; above 
that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four inches. 2} 
cents persquare foot; above that, and notexceeding twen- 
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ty four by thirty inches, 4 cents per square foot: all above 
that, 5 cents pertoot; Provided, That all glass imported in 


sheets or tables, without reference to size or form, shall | 


pay the highest duty herein imposed: 4nd provided further, 


Thatallrough plate, cylinder, or broad glass, weighing over | 


one hundred pounds per one hundred square feet, shall pay 
an additional duty on the excess atthe same rates as herein 
imposed; and all crown, plate, or polished, and all other 
window glass weighing over one hundred pounds per one 
hundred square feet, shall pay an additional duty propor- 
tional to that herein provided for glass of that weight. 
Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to ask if the con- 
sideration of an amendment like that at this time 
is nota departure from the practice of the Senate ? 
I thought it was our rule to go through with all 
the amendments of the committee before we took 
up amendments proposed by individual Senators. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


state that this is simply an amendment to an 
amendment offered by the committee, and is in 
order in pursuance of the practice. 

Mr. SUMNER. AsI understand it, it is a 
proposition to strike out a whole section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; and to 
insert other matter. 

Mr. SUMNER. I submit to the Chair that 
this is notan amendmentto an amendment of the 
committee, but it is an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. The whole bill is before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The commit- 
tee moved a variety of amendments to the seven- 
teenth section; and it is now moved further to 
amend that section by striking out the whole of 
it, and inserting what has been read: and it is 
strictly in order, and in pursuance of common 
yractice, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to make asingle 
inguiry. It is impossible that we should all be 
able to enter into the details of sucha bill as this. 
I desire to know of my friend from Rhode Island, 


what rate of increase he has imposed upon the | 


present tariff, and what rate of percentage of 


diminution is proposed by the amendment of the || 


Senator from California ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will answer the Senator 
from Kentucky. As I stated the other day, we 
intended that this bill should levy an average rate 
ot duty of 20 per cent., and we expected itto yield 
that on the whole importations,. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Not by increased duties ? | 


Mr. SIMMONS. Some of it by preventing 
frauds; some of it by raising the rates of duty. 
By these means we expected to bring the average 
up from 15to between 19 and 20 per cent., which 
would give the required revenue, in our judgment, 
Now, f wish to say one word about this partic- 
ular amendment. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Allow me to suggest that 


the Senator from Kentucky wanted to know how | 


much it was proposed to increase the duties over 
the present rate. That has not been answered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Does he mean on this par- 
ticular glass? 


Mr. COLLAMER. The whole bill, I under- 


stood. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. No, this section on | 


elass. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In some cases it reduces the | 


present duty, and in others increases it; but I 
wish to cali the attention of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia to this fact, that he is striking out a variety 
of articles here that he has never read, and that 
he leaves no provision whatever for. The truth 


is, he has got a kink about him as to this little | 


window glass, and he will strike out all the rest 
of the tariff, to get in an alteration in the size of 
window glass. That is all he proposes. 


Mr. BIGLER. I will say to the Senator from | 


Kentucky that I have in my hands a table which 
Lhave made out, in reference to the leading ar- 
ticles, which shows the rates charged in the tariff 
of 1842, the tariff of 1846, and the tariff of 1857, 
and those proposed in this bill. I have these 
tables in reference to all the leading articles. In 
reference to glass, under the tariff of 1842 the rate 
was from %} to 6 cents per square foot; under the 
tariff of 1846, 20 per cent.; under the present law, 
the act of 1857, the rate is 15 per cent.; and ander 
the proposed bill, it will range from 18 to 20 per 
cent., as near as I can estimate the ad valorem 
rate. Our object was to make the duties of 1846 
the basis. : 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Rhode Island 
says that there is nonsense in the amendmentthat 
i have proposed. lam pot at ail surprised, for 


| 
| I got it from him. [Laughter } He drew every 
line af it, or his clerk did; every solitary word in 
my amendment. He is the man that handed me 
that as the action of the committee. He says that 
it was agreed to upon representations made by 
me. Why, sir, when I went before the commit- 
|| tee with the facts that I had, wishing this altera- 
| tion, he had already altered the bill in that way, 
and read it to me, and asked if that did not an- 
swer the purpose. [asked him for a copy, in 
order that I might send it to those with whom. I 
was in correspondence on the subject, to ascertain 


if it met their views. He and the original author | 


of the bill, Mr. Morriti, had been together, as 
| understood, revising it, and he said to me, 
‘*Here are the amendments that I propose.”’ 
** Well,”’ said I, * give me a copy; I am in favor 
of it anyhow, as it is a reduction; but, if it meets 
the views of those whom I represent, the import- 
ing merchants of my State, then I shall be saved 
| the necessity of moving amendments to it.”’ I 
was in favor of it, of course, in preference to the 
original bill. 


to ascertain if their views were met by the amend- 
ment—not that I proposed it. I had propositions 
there; but | found the Senator with his bill pre- 


vared much better than it was as it came from the | 


louse of Representatives, and | accepted what he 
had done. I got them to write down the words; 
I have them as written down; and that is precisely 
the amendment which I have now proposed, and 


his own. 


The Senator from Pennsylvania eet now 


that the duties were at so low a rate that they 
would not amount to 15 or 20 per cent. Here is 
| an estimate of the duties; they are 28, 53, and 62 


per cent. Here are the estimates made out: 
| 


| on — ™ —s gS 
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Mr. BIGLER. Ido not take those estimates. 
Will the Senator tell me on what they are based ? 


Mr. GWIN. They are made out by the par- | 


depressed prices, not on the average. 
Ir. GWIN. Did not the Senator from Vir- 
zinia read yesterday the estimates that were made 


a year ago, and those made now, with scarcely | 


an alteration in the figures, except so far as the 
amendments of the committee make the bill better 
than it was sent from the House of Representa- 


lies. 
Mr. BIGLER. They are made on the present 
| 
| 
| 


tives? Why dees the Senator bring this objec- 





than one hundred pounds per one hundred feet, whieh will | 
increase the duty from 5 to 25 per cent. additional to 62 per | 


cent. 


I got the very words from the Senator himself. | 
| He gave mea copy to send to my correspondents, | 





intention = 
| * The last named sizes weigh from five to ten pounds more | 
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tion against the estimates that are brought for- 
ward now, when the same ratio was shown a 


| year ago, when depression was not spoken of ? 


The amendment that I have proposed is pre- 
cisely what the committee agreed upon when [ 


| was in the committee. I do not propose to strike 


out one word that ought to remain in the section 
If there is more matter there than my amendment 


_ covers, of course | do not propose to strike out 


the whole section. I have just precisely got the 
words the Senator gave me, and I have offered 
them because | preferred them to the original bil]. 
I do not want to mutilate the bill in any way what- 
ever. If it is nonsense, it is the Senator's fault, 
not mine. 

Mr. SIMMONS. One word in reply. Iam not 
going to prolong this debate. The remark I made 
was, that the Senator had proposed to strike out 
the whole section. So I understood the Chair to 


| state the question; and [I understood him to move 


to strike out the seventeenth section and insert 
this instead of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Then, I say, he strikes out 


|| the duties on other wares, and if he had read the 


section through he would not have proposed it; 


| and now he says he has put in just what I pro- 


posed. I never proposed to strike out this see- 
tion. We had an informal meeting with the gen- 
tleman who reported this bill in the House of 
tepresentatives, and we enlarged these sizes; and 


| when the Senator from California came in there 


nothing else. It is no amendment of mine; it is || we had not passed upon them, I believe; but at 


any rate, I intended to propose them to the com- 
mittee when we had a formal meeting, and all were 
present. I stated to him what that gentleman 
{Mr. Morritt|]—! may as well call his name— 
had suggested, and he sent to a committee-room, 


| somewhere, to geta clerk. I do not want itto be 
| understood that I have had one since I have been 
| on this business. There are a good many smart 
| ones about here, as I discover. (Laughter.] He 
_ gota clerk to copy this proposition before it had 


been formally acted upon. I believe we all said 


| we should go for it; | intended to go for it; but 


when I carae to have the information which I 
ought to have had before | suggested it, I found 


|| that it was ruinous both to the revenue and the 


business of the country. It is not an adequate 


| duty, atall. The duty that I have now got in 
| the bill, of 1 cent a square foot, is the only one 


that has been altered from the printed bili; and 
there are but two items in the Senator’s amend- 
ment varying from mine. When we came to put 


| this up, and see the difference in sizes, I was as- 


tonished at the form of the bill as presented in 
this new shape. On glass, sixteen by twenty- 
four inches, we have got the duty down to 1} 
cent a foot. I kept that there; and when we 
came to the § cent duty, we put itat ] cent. The 
two species of glass were double before, and we 
kept the rates double—one quality at } cent, 
and the other at 1$ cent. This low duty is that 
which affects the country on all glass from ten to 
fifteen inches. I think it ought to be I cent. I 
do not think it is 20 per cent on the fair value. I 
could read papers—I have had a peck of them sent 
to me—and going into the calculations, you would 
not find one of the duties fixed in this bill, as I 
stated the other day, that was 20 per cent. on the 
fair market value of the article. 

Mr.GWIN. Lam not going to detain the Sen- 
ate about this matter. The Senator now states 
the fact of the case; and that is, that I never pro- 
posed one amendment about glass. He said, 
awhile ago, that | had deceived him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say any such 


| thing. 


Mr. GWIN. That I had made representations 
there, and that they changed the amendment be- 
cause they found out that my representations 


| were not correct. I have moved this amendment 
—— as it was handed to me in manuscript 


the Senator and the original author of the bill. 
He read it to me when I went there, intending to 


| ask for these alterations; and I told him that it 
seemed to me that probably that met the case as 
it was presented to me, and I asked him fora 


copy. The Senator talksabout my clerk making 
acopy. The Senator from Pennsylvania stated 
that he had a clerk to his committee, and I said 
I had one. I did not want the Senator from Rhode 
Island to have the labor of copying these matters, 
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and the clerk of the Senator from Pennsylvania || be stricken out of the nineteenth section; and | | 


copied this and handed it to me under the eye of 
the Senator from Rhodelsland. I wanted to ascer- | 
tain whether the alteration which he and the ori- | 
ginal author of the bill made, metthe case. My | 
correspondent said it did meet the case, though it | 
was a larger duty than that now paid; but they | 
were willing to payit. Thealteration now made | 
is one that is injurious to the revenue, and to their | 
business, paying a large revenue to the Govern- | 
ment. I want to restore the original action of | 
the committee. We all agreed to the first altera- 
; 
! 


tion; and the subsequentalteration I did not know || 


of until my attention was. called to it by those | 
interested. 

My amendment is precisely in the words read 
by the Secretary; but there 1s a portion of the 
section that should remain. J] take it for granted 
that the Senate is going to vote my amendment 
down, and therefore | should like to have it pre- 
cisely in the form | intended; and that is the form 


| 
I have never changed a single word in it. It was | 
not intended to mutilate the section at all. There | 
is a certain portion of the section that should be 
retained. ‘That portion | wish to retain, and I 
wish to give symmetry to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from California indicate the portion of the 
section he proposes to strike out? 

Mr. GWIN. I move to strike out all of the 
seventeenth section down to the word ‘* pound,”’ 
in line twenty-nine, being all that relates to win- 
dow-glass, and to insert what I have sent to the 
Chair, which has been read twice. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wish to make one 
explanation, as the Senator from California seems 
to speak a great deal of this being in my own 
handwriting, That does not happen to be so; 
but | would as lief it had been so as not; for if I 
had drawn it ata full meeting of the committee, 
I should vote against it now. The Senator had | 
some a that he wanted to call our attention 
to; and [ called him up to the table and showed 
what the mover of this bill in the other House 
had suggested as an improvement of it, and he 
said he would take a copy of it and write to this 
importer. I found, on examination into the sub- 
ject, and I am not ashamed to tell it here, that we 
were entirely mistaken, and that the duties we 
proposed were entirely inadequate either for rev- 
enue or for protection. I wanted them altered, 
and the committee did alter them on account of 
the mistake we had made; and now the Senator 
wants to have that re in which I was mis- 
taken put into this bill in order to perfect it. 

Mr. GWIN. Who deceived the gentleman 
about it? I did not. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Nobody deceived me. I did 
not say that anybody deceived me. I was mis- 
taken. | did not have the information I ought to 
have had; and when I get it, always calculate 
to correct a mistake. Now, the Senator wants to 
point his finger to me, and make the Senate hold 


on toa mistake. That is the difference between 
us 





Mr. GWIWN called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 14, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Poweil, and Rice—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hartan, 
King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 

rumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the next amendment reported by the 
select committee. 

The Secretary read the next amendment of the 
committee, which was ™ the nineteenth section, 
which imposes a‘duty of ten per centum on thé 
articles enumerated in it, to strike out ** bananas.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| move that amendment. 
| The amendment was agreed to 
| 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the nineteenth section ‘ caustic 
soda.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out of the 
| nineteenth section **diamonds, cameos, mosaics, 
| gems, pearls, rubies, and other precious stones, 
imitations thereof, not set.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to 


The next was in line forty-seven of the nine- 
teenth section, to strike out ‘‘un” after ‘‘or,’’ 
so as to make the item read: ‘*Grindstones, 
wrought or finished.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
} 
} 
| 


The next amendment was in the nineteenth sec- 
| tion, to strike out, in line seyenty-eight, ** pine- 


é || apples;’’ in line seventy-nine, ‘* plantains;’’ and 
in which the Senator himself handed it to me, and || 


in line eighty-one, ** pumpkins.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

| The next amendment was in the twentieth sec- 
| tion, imposing a duty of 20 per centum, to insert 
after the item, ‘‘ leather, upper, of all kinds,’’ the 
words ‘* except tanned calf-skin, which shall pay 
pay 25 per centum ad valorem.”” 


} 
| PS) 
|| ‘The amendment was agreed to. . 
| 
| 


The next was to strike out of the twentieth sec- 
| tion the following items: 
* Velvet, in the piece, composed wholly of cotton ; vel 
vet, in the piece, composed of cotton and silk, but of which 
cotton is the component material of chief value.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page $8, after line 
| one hundred and twenty-eight, to insert, asa new 
| section, the following: 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That, from and after 
| the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 
| and paid, on diamonds, cameos, mosaics, gems, pearls, ru- 
bies, and other precious stones, when not set, a duty of 5 
per centum ad valorem; on the same when set in gold, 
| ‘silver, or other metal, and on imitations thereof, and all 
other jewelry, 25 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.SIMMONS. Asthat is an additional sec- 
tion proposing to lay a duty of 25 per cent., 1 
wish to add, at the end of it, the following: 

On hair-cloths and hair-seatings, and all other manufac- 
tures of hair not otherwise provided for, 25 per centuim ad 
valorem. 

1 shall move to strike out these things from a 
former part of the bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. This is merely a transfer from 
one schedule to another. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr SIMMONS. Now, I move to strike out 
of the forty-fourth line of the twentieth section, 
which we have passed, the following words: 


* Hair cloth, hair seatings, and other manufactures of hair 
not otherwise provided for.’? 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
Mr. BIGLER. I think the Senator from Rhode 


Island passed over an amendment on page 32, 
which it was intended to make. That is in the 
10 per cent. schedule, and in it he will find ‘* sad- 
| dlery, coach, and harness hardware, common 
tinned, burnished, or Japanned.”’ It was intended 
to transfer them to the 20 percent. schedule. The 
duty is now 15.per cent. As the bill came ori- 
ginally from the House, it reduced it to 10 per 
cent, I propose to. transfer that clause to the 
ninety-sixth line, page 37, after the word ‘* cov- 
ered.’’ The Senator will recollect that this is an 
amendment we agreed upon in committee. 

Mr. SIMMONS, That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion will be on striking out those words on page 
32, lines eighty-six and eighty-seven. 

The amendmeait was agreed to. 

| ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
| now is on inserting after the word ‘‘ covered,” in 
the ninety-séxth line, page 37, the words * sad- 
dlery, coach, and harness hardware, common 





Mr. SIMMONS. ‘Bronze powder ”’ should || tinned, burnished, or Japanned ”’ 


59 
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Pennsylvania that the articles that are stricken 





Se a aaa 


Mr. FOSTER. I suggest to the Senator from 
out from the place where he has stricken them 
out, should go into the 30 per cent. schedule, or 
else those in the 30 per cent. schedule should cer- 
tainly be altered; for there are now articles in the 
30 per cent. schedule precisely like this. 

Mr. BIGLER. Oh, no; they are very different. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section twenty- 


| two, imposing a duty of 30 per cent., to strike out 


the following: 


* 
«Cameos, real and imitation, and mosaics, real and im 
itation, when set in gold, silver, or other metal.’? 


“The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
to strike out from lines sixty-four and sixty-six 


| inclusive, in the following words: 


« Diamonds, gems, pearls, rubies, and other precious 


| stones, and imitations of precious stones, when set in gold, 


silver, or other metal.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was in the same section, 
line ninety-two, to strike out the words: 

* Jewelry, real or imitation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section twenty- 
three, containing the free list, in line nineteen, 
after the word * inéorporated,’’ to strike out the 


| word ** and;’’ and after the word # philosophical,”’ 


to strike out the word *‘ or;”’ and to insert after 
the word ‘*literary”’ the words “‘ or religious;’’ so 
that the clause will read: 


All books, maps, charts, mathematical or nautical instru- 
ments, philosophical apparatus, and all other articles what- 
ever, impurted for the use of the United States, all philo- 
sophical apparatus, instruments, books, maps, and charts, 
gatues, statuary, busts and casts of marble, bronze, ala- 
baster or plaster of Paris; paintings and drawings, etchings, 
specimens of sculpture, cabinets of coins, medals, and gems, 
and all collections of antiquities: Provided, The same be 
specially imported, in good faith, for the use of any society 


| incorporated or established for philosepbical, literary, or 
| religious purposes, Or established for the encouragement of 


the fine arts, or tor the use or by the order of any college 


academy, school, or seminary of learning in the Unite 
States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
in the following clause: ‘ Barilla, and soda ash, 
not containing over 85 per centum of carbonate of 
soda,’’ to strike out the words “ not containing 
over 85 per centum of carbonate of soda.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
line two hundred and fourteen, to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Staves for pipes, hogsheads, or other casks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
line two hundred and eighteen, to strike out the 
words *‘ sulphate of ammonia.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I desire, at the end of the 
two hundred and eleventh line, on page 24, to 
insert, ** and silk cocoons and silk waste;’’ so as 
to make them free. The clause will then read: 

Sik, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon, not being dou- 


bled, twisted, or advanced in manufacture any way; aud 
silk cocoons and silk waste. 


The amendment was agreed to 


tion, if the Senator from Rhode Island is willing, 
I should like to propose a small amendment: to 
add, after line one hundred and seventy-five, on 
page 52, the words ‘‘ old type of American man- 
ufacture.”’ 

Mr. COLLAMER. How ean they tell whether 
they are American manufacture or not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the’Senator from Massachusetts that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
committee amendments, and modification of those 
amendments, before receiving amendments from 
individual Senators, according to the usual prac- 
tice. 


Mr. WILSON. Before we pass over that sec- 
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journ. [‘*Ob,no!’’]) 1 move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 


Mr.FESSENDEN. [hope weshallgo through || 


the amendments of the committee. 


The motion was not agreed to; there being, on | 
a division—ayes eleven; noes not counted. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. President, perhaps it may 
not be in order, but I hope the Senate will give 
its permission to order to be printed, that we 


may have it to-morrow, an amendment which I | 


ask that an order be made for its printing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will receive the motion of the 
Senator from Oregon; and the question is on 


| 
fers 
The motion was agreed to 
The next amendment was to strike out the 
thirtieth section of the bill, which the Secretary 
proceeded to read. 
Mr. SEWARD. As we are reaching an im- | 
portant question, and it is avery late hour of the 
day, | move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. CAMERON. I shall cok for the yeas and | 


nays. [**Oh, no!” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This motion |) 


is not a debatable one. 

‘The motion was notagreed to; there being on | 
a division—ayes 12, noes 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary | 
will proceed with the reading of the amendment | 
of the committee. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will suggest that the Clerk 
merely read the amendment of the committee, | 
and not the portion proposed to be stricken out. | 
The bill is before every Senator, and he can see 
it for himself. » 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 


of the amendment, so far as it proposes to strike || 


out a certain section, will be dispensed with by | 


Mr. HALE. I want to hear it read. ere 
The Secretary read the amendment, to strike | 
out all after the enacting clause of the thirtieth 


unanimous consent. 
| 


“' That from and after the day and year afvresaid, any 
and all goods, wares, or merchandise imported from any | 
foreign countries, and entered for warehousing, or depos- 
ited in the public stores in consequence of the duties not 
being paid, shall be so entered or deposited, subject to the 
following conditions, to wit: That the same shall be with- 
drawn trom the warehouse or public stores within thirty | 
days from the time and date of the entry, for domestic con- 
sumption, and the duties thereon shall be duly paid in cash 
at the time of such withdrawal, or be thereafter prohibited 
from being withdrawn, except for the purpose of exporta- 
tion beyond the limits of the United States; and in nocase 
shall any goods, wares, or merchandise, as aforesaid, so 
imported and entered and depostted for warehousing, be 
entitled or permitted to be entered for domestic consump- 
tion, unless the same he. ».en so withdrawn within the 
time heretofore mentioned: Provided, ‘That goods, wares, 
or merchandise which shall have been withdrawn as afore- 
said, and which shall have been exported and landed be- 
yond the limits of the United States, may be from thence 
duly reimported in the same manner provided for in the | 
firet instance: Provided also, That this section shall not 
apply to goods, wares, and merchandise imported from be- 
yond the Cape of Good Hope or Cape Horn until the Ist of 
January, 1861: Provided further, That all acts or parts of 
acts relating to the subject-matter herein embraced, and 
inconsistent therewith, are hereby repealed.”’ 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


section, in the following words: } 
| 


That on all goods, wares, and merchandise remaining on || 


deposit in warehouse or public stores on the Ist day of | 
July, A. D. 1861, the duties shall be paid within ninety 
days thereafter, and on all deposited after the said Ist day 
of July, the duties shall be paid within ninety days from 
the time of deposit. The said goods on which the duties | 
have been paid may be, at any time, withdrawn for con- | 








printing the proposed amendment which he of- |) 





now; for, if the Senate strike outand insert, itis 
not amendable, if the Senate agree to it in that 
form. 

| Mr.SEWARD. Let the question first be taken 
| on striking out; that will answer my purpose. 

| Mr. BIGLER. The Senator calls for a division? 
| Mr.SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

| Mr. BIGLER. Hecannot do that. The only 


|| way is to perfect the text. 
eae to offer to this bill as a substitute for it. | 


Mr. SEWARD. I will move to amend the 
amendment proposed by the committee in the thir- 
ty-second line, page 59, by striking out ‘* ninet 
0 inserting in lieu thereof ** two years.’” 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I suppose the Senator in- 
tends to insert ‘two years’’ wherever the words 
**ninety days’’ occur? 
| Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. This is a very important 
| amendment, and upon it I suppose we shall hear 
| the views of Senators; but it 1s late in the day. I 
/ am willing, if Senators desire it, that the other 
_amendments from the committee be passed upon; 
| but as this is an amendment which involves the 
whole warehousing system, | suppose it will 
| lead to some discussion, and we shail hardly get 
| through with it thigevening; and therefore | rose 
_ to propose an adjournment. I suppose this will 
_ not be pressed to a vote to-night. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. | wish to suggest to my 
| friend and to others that we are now within a 
fortnight of the time of adjournment, and we have 
a great deal of important matter to be acted upon— 
some of the appropriation bills and other import- 
ant bills; and if we are to adjourn while this sub- 
| Ject is under consideration, the moment a ques- 
| tion comes up that will lead to debate at half past 
| four o’clock, we shall not finish business that 
| must be done at this session, and gentlemen may 
make up their minds to it, 

Mr. WILSON. 1 understand the Senator from 





} 
|| New York has moved to amend the bill by strik- 
|| ing out ** ninety days,”’ in the thirty-second line, 


| and inserting ‘two years.’’? I doubt very much 
whether we had better touch this warehousing 
system atall; but if we do, I think we ought to be 
| very liberal in regard to it. The committee have 
| proposed ninety days. I am willing to agree to 
an amendment to this effect: to give one instead 
of two years for paying the duties; and in regard 
to the time goods might stay in the warehouse, to 
strike out six months and insert two years; so 
that the duties would have to be paid in one year, 
| and the goods might remain in the warehouse two 
| years, and be reéxported if they chose after one 
year, and the duties be paid to them, less 1 per 
cent., as is proposed by this bill. I think that 


to strike it all out, if it is necessary to do it. 

Mr. SEWARD. If I should succeed in get- 
ting this amendment of the committee amended, 
I shall still be against the amendment itself, and 
in favor of retaining the warehousing system just 
as itis. If 1 should fail in that, I will offer this 
amendment to modify this provision as favorably 
as possible. The whole value, the whole utility 
of the warehousing system, consists in the priv- 
ilege of importing goods and storing them fora 
considerable period of time, so that a merchant 
may take advantage of the condition of trade in 
different parts of the country and different parts 
of the world, and having his goods in store, may, 
‘at any time within one, two, or Sega draw 
them out on paying the duties to the Government, 
and then send them into market. It is no priv- 





sumption, and may be taken out for exportation beyond || ilege to be able to keep the goods in store when 


the limits of the United States, at any time within six 
months from the time of the payment of duties thereon ; 
and, on being so exported, the duties thereon shall be re- 
funded, deducting 1 per centum ; but no duties shall be 
refunded on goods, wares, or merchandise withdrawn more 
than six months after the time the duties were paid thereon. 


Mr. SEWARD. Is the question on striking 
out or inserting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It isa single 
proposition to strike out and insert. The Chair 
will farther: state that the original matter pro- 
posed to be stricken out is first open to amend- 
ment, if any member desires to amend it; and 
also the matter to be inserted is open to modifi- 
eauon. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the question be taken 
on striking out. 

Mr. HALE. It is not divisible. 


the duties have been paid. henever the mer- 
chant has paid his duties on the goods, he wants 
to draw them out in order to sell. Therefore it 
is that I do not consider what is offered here— 
ninety days—as any valuable extension of the 
privilege of the occupation of the warehouse, and 
that nothing else than a period of two years will 
be adequate to the objects which the merchant has 
in view. I can see but one objection to permit- 
ting these goods to remain, and the duties unpaid 
for so long atime; and that is, that when this sys- 
tem first comes into operation, there will not bea 
realization of the duties, so that the Treasury will 
lose the advantage of an immediate supply; but 
the bill goes into operation as a system, and after 
the expiration of one or two yearsgthe Govern- 
ment realizes all the revenues from the bill that it 


would be liberal enough. However, I shall vote | 
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Mr. MASON. I think it is high time to ad- || Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator from New York 


\ desires to offer an amendment, he should offer it 
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would realize if the term was only one month or 
ninety days. It is only a delay. The favor of 
the vernment, or the forbearance of the Goy- 
ernment, will increase the revenue by increasing 
the amount of importations. Therefore it is that 
1 must stand on the amendment which I have 
peoponet to insert two years in lieu of ninety 
ays. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New York to the amendment. 
a Mr. WILSON. Isit in order to move to amend 
at: 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not. It 
is an amendment to an amendment. It is now in 
the third degree, and cannot be amended. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, I desire to 
say a word in relation to this provision in the bill, 
If the amendment of the committee is adopted, 
the constituency I represent will be greater suf- 
ferers than oe any other portion of this 
country; and for this reason: we are so far from 
the place of exportation that merchants there can 
never regulate, by any conceivable calculation, 
the questions,of supply and demand. Under the 
present warehousing system, the merchant may 
send on his bill for goods to Europe; he may get 
thegoods; and when they arrive, if, in consequence 
of the plethoric state of the market, he is unable 
to sell, he has the privilege of putting them into 
the warehouses, and can take them out, and pay 
duties on them according to demand. If you 
compel the merchants of California to pay the 
duties at the expiration of ninety days, it will 
operate hard in both ways. If there is no de- 
mand for the goods, and there is no opportunity 
of exportation, then the merchant, of course, has 
to pay the duties, and lay out of his money, and 
have the goods on his hands. If he tries to reg- 
ulate, on the other hand, the question of suppl; 
and demand, directly we will dnd that there will 
not be a sufficient quantity of goods in market to 
suit the demands of the people; and the consumers 
themselves will be the sufferers; so that it is a 
disadvantage to the merchants on one side of the 
case, and to the consumer upon the other. 

Senators will recollect that it takes six months 
for us to get goods from Bordeaux, Liverpool, 
Havre, and other places of exportation; and it 
takes from ninety days to four months to get 
goods coming even from New York around the 
Horn. I have no hesitation, therefore, in saying 
that, if this bill passes, germ. the merchants 
to withdraw the goods in ninety days, or pay the 
duties, it will be of inconceivable injury to all the 
trade, and all the commerce of California; and be 
so oppressive, that there will be one general cry 
from all the merchants of that country for its im- 
mediate repeal. I trust that the friends of this 
measure will let the warehousing system stand as 
it is—speaking, as 1 do, for those who, as | have 
stated, will be the greatest sufferers by any change. 

Mr. CAMERON, My rule in life is never to 
take advice from my opponents. If the Senator 
from California intended to vote for this bill, I 
might be inclined to listen to him; but he is going 
to oppose it, no matter what condition the bill 
may be in, and therefore I think all he says in 
relation to the bill is wrong. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House are continually talking 
against protection. This warehousing system 1s 
protection for the merchants, and especially for 
the foreign merchants. I will make no speech on 
the subject now, but I will mention this simple 
fact: that if the duty was paid to-day on the goods 
now in bond in the different warehouses of the Uni- 
ted States, we should have in our Treasury about 

10,000,000. Those $10,000,000 would relieve us 

rom all trouble. e are now paying 12or 14 
per cent. for the use of money which is justly due 
to us from these goods. Senators talk against 
iving pee to the manufacturer and the la- 
rer; but when we come to this protection to 
the merchant, nothing is said about it. My im- 
pression is, that this thing is more to the advant- 

e of the owners of the warehouses in New York 
than it is to any other people. Certainly the 
legitimate merchants of New ork, the men born, 
raised, and educated here, whose capital belongs 
to this country, have no benefit from it; but itis 
the foreign merchant, or the agent of the foreign 
manufacturer, who is benefited by it. That is 
the whole history of the warehouses. : 
Senators talk about other countries protecting 
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commerce by the warehousing system; but they | by its effect in augmenting the commerce, the | we extended the time for paying the duty at all 
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forget that in no country in the world are the for- || trade of the country at home and abroad—ay, and || to next July, five months from the time we were 
|| considering it; then there are three months given 
|| after that before a dime is to be paid, that is eight 
|; months from the Ist of February; and then six 


eign products allowed to stay in bond, except so 
far as they add to the benefit of the manufacturer 
of the country in which they are. That is the 
system in England. Their whole warehousing 


| 
| 
| 


| by its effect in increasing the manufacturing of 


| the country and the mining of the country, it is 
this warehousing system. Ido not see in it what 
the Senator from Pennsylvania sees—a conflict 


system is for the benefit of the manufacturers of || between the warehousing system and the manu- 


Great Britain. Ours is for the benefit of the manu- 
facturers of foreign countries. I said | would not 
make an extended speech on this subject, and | 
wili not; but i desired to state this fact: that if we 
had the money now due us on the goods in ware- 
houses, we shouid not be peddling our notes and 
bonds about the country. 


Mr. POWELL. If the Senator from Pennsy)- | 


vania will allow me, I desire to ask him if he sup- 
oses this amount of merchandise would be in 
— now, but for our present system? 
Mr. CAMERON. aoa a right to expect it 
would; for it is there, brought in for the very pur- 
ose of being stored there ~ persons abroad, and 
take it for granted it would be there; but at all 
events, it 1s there, 

Mr. POWELL. I will suggest that the mer- 
chants abroad never would have put it there, if 
they had to pay the duty down. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is asupposition of the 
Senator. 

Mr. POWELL. The reason why they leave 
itthere, is because they have the privilege of keep- 
ing it there without charge. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania says he has made it a habit not to take the 
advice of his opponents. On a question of this 
kind, I think we ought to consider the opinions 
of everybody. We have a bill here that some 


members in the Senate, and some persons in the | 


country, regard as somewhat protective, some- 
what to the advantage of the productive interests 
of our country. I do not think we ought to put 
against this bill the interests—or the prejudice, 


if you choose to call it so—of the shipping and the | 
commercial interests of the country. Sir, if this 


bill should pass as it comes to us from the com- 
mittee, in my judgment, it will array against it the 
strongest hostility of the shipping interests and 


commercial men of the country. I think those who | 


are in faver of the bill ought not to hazard the 
measure, in the judgment of the country, by thus 
arraying against it great and powerful interests. 

Now, sir, as to my own State, I have no doubt 
atall it would be better for our manufacturing and 
mechanical interests, to a considerable extent, to 
go in favor of this bill as it comes from the com- 
mittee. But we have large commercial interests 
and a large shipping interest. Some portions of 
our people believe that this bill, as it now stands, 
is against their interests. Many of the workers 
in iron, in various mechanical trades, and per- 
sons engaged in our shipping interests, believe that 
this bill is against their interests. There isinmy 
State, to-day, and there is in New England, and 
there is in the country, a large portion of the com- 
munity that would prefer to rest under the tariff 
act of 1857. 

I think the friends of this measure ought to 
extend this time at least to one year, and | shall 
so vote. I shall vote against the proposition of 
the Senator from New York, increasing it to two 
years, and I shall vote for one year, as I believe 
that to be a reasonable time. 1 know that is the 
opinion of many persons in New York and Bos- 
ton, importers and business men engaged in the 
shipping interest. If that should be voted down, 
I shall vote to strike out the whole section, and 
leave the warehousing system precisely and ex- 
actly as itnowis. I shall do it because I believe 
the permanent interests of the whole country will 
be promoted by so doing. Pass this bill, strike 
out this warehousing system, and, in my judg- 
ment, you will Array against this measure a deep- 
seated hostility that will be felt hereafter in the 
country. Ido not think we ought to incur that 
hostility if it can be avoided. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it is useless 
to live at all, if one does not learn something in 
life. My first acquaintance with the subject of 
tariffs may be said to have begun some fourteen 
years ago, when the warehousing system was, 
afier a very extended debate in Congress and in 
the country, adopted against a very formidable 
opposition. | think it is fourteen years ago; and 
if there has been any policy inthe country which 
has vindicated itself by its entire success, by its 
effect in augmenting the revenues of the country, 
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\| The effect of the warehousing system is simply 


| facturing system. If there were, | should have 
| to choose between two interests, both of which 
| I favor. 


| this: to increase the commerce of the country; 

but whenever commerce is increased, there must 
| be a corresponding increase in the country of the 
materials, or the subject of commerce. The ware- 


| housing system enables the merchant to bring in 


| foreign goods and wares, and to hold them ready 
for all demands of the market of all parts of this 
extended country, of all parts of this great conti- 
| nent, and of the continent of Asia, with which we 
| are trading. 

These articles, if thus brought here and held, 
| lead to a domestic trade throughout the country. 
| Foreign trade in such articles being established, 
| then it follows, as the American manufacturer 
| goes into this increased and extended market, and 


| 
| 
| 
! 


|| brings his fabrics of the same character into the 


| common stock, while manufacture is stimulated 

and the revenues increase, the consumer in any 
| part of the world gets the production so much 
| cheaper. That, I think, is the operation of the 
whole system. I shall think it an injury to the 
| manufactures of the country to strike down the 
commerce of San Francisco and the commerce of 
New York and the commerce of New Orleans. I 


tem we may favor some foreign manufacturers at 
the cost of our own. It is there that I take my 


| ciple of protection in a revenue bill. 


| increase the duties upon the foreign manufacture 
to that extent which will bring into action the 
wheels of our own industry, and, through the 
agricultural and mineral interests, the raw mate- 
rial for manufacture. 

I thank the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
| setts for his support upon this bill of this measure 


change, in the policy of the country. 


I think it is wise to advance, and with that view, 
I have not moved to diminish a single duty pro- 
posed by the committee who have reported this 
bill—not one. Although solicited by my.constit- 
uents, who are merchants and importers, I have 
not moved for the reduction of the duty upon a 
| single article. As the bill stands, it isa very large 
advance in the way of strengthening our own pro- 
ductions, agricultural and manufacturing. I think 
it is enough, without striking a blow at the most 
effective part of our system of commerce; and I 
beg of the Senate to consider, that in commerce 
is involved also another interest, which, in itself 
is a manufacturing one—that is, the interest in 
navigation. Itis not wise to haste too fast in a 
matter of this kind. 

As I desire to bring the question to a test of 
principle, I will, with the leave of the Senate, 
change my amendment, and make the term three 

ears instead of two years, and that will bring us 

ack to the real question in issue: whether we shall 
not leave the warehousing system as it stands. I 
propose to so leave it 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that is a better form 
in which to put the question, because to reduce it 
from three to two years is practically the same 
thing. The committee have congidered this sub- 
ject. The bill, as it came from the House, only 
allowed one month. We considered the peculiar 
condition of the country, as well asthe condition 
of the Treasury; and I will suggest to the Senate 
the considerations which presented themselves to 
the committee. They were not unmindfal of the 
convenience of mavehanas; and especially of the 
convehience of California and distant countries. 
There was before this committee—at least there 
was before me, and I invited some of the com- 
mittee to hear it, and I believe they were ons 

art of the ime—this committee from the Cham- 
ae of Commerce of New York. They were very 
favorable to the alteration the committee had 
made We had extended it. In the first place, 





believe it may be true, that by our revenue sys- | 


|, months after that to reshi 


} 
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| sities are most pressing. 


| departure from gentlemen on the other side of the || 
|| Chamber who are opposed strictly to every prin- | 
In such a }} 
case, I am willing, as I have done throughout, to | 


| 
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| fell short $10,000 of the duties require 
| of mine, upon the principle of its expediency and || 


wisdom. Itisa great change, a very considerable | 
It occurs || 
at a peculiar time, under peculiar circumstances. || 


the goods and draw 
| the money back. We did that, because we did not 
| desire to inconvenience merchants who have al- 
ready goods in warehouse, especially in-the pres- 
| ent state of the market. I intended to suggest to 
| the Senator from California, if he was favorable 
| to the bill, by the consent of some members of the 
| committee, that we wouid extend this after the 
| Ist of July to four months, and after the duties 
| were paid, eight months thereafter; and thatis the 
re that was originally fixed in the ware- 
| house system—one year. 
| The Senator from New York has told all the 
| favorable things to be said on one side of this 
vestion, without considering or seeming to have 
Seon that there was another side. | want to 
state both sides. I think it will be a great con- 
| venience to the merchants to have this time ex- 
| tended further than we have extended it, so far 
| simply as they would save the interest on the 
| money that they would have to pey into the 
| Treasury, and sometimes it would be at high 
| rates; and I believe it is generally at high rates 
| on the Pacific coast. For that reason, | have a 
' great deal*stronger desire to accommodate the 
| Pacific coast than I have these overgrown cities 
| on this side; but at the same time, I have a duty 
to do, and I think the committee considered that 
| we had something to do, to protect the Treasury 
, of the United States. The goods in warehouse 
accumulate precisely at the time when our neces- 
Now, | will read the 
| amount of goods in warehouse in ordinary times. 
For three years, in ordinary times, they did not 
vary $200,000 from $22,000,000. This duty was 
changed in 1857, and by the Ist of July, (I do 
not know how much goods there had been there 
before, for 1 had not examined it,) there were 
| $56,000,000 in warehouse on which there should 
| be paid $16,906,000 duties. Those duties were 
| reckoned upon the tariff after it was modified ; and 
when I came to make the calculation on the whole 
| $56,487,000 at 30 per cent. duty on the 2 (a it 
upon 
those goods. There must have been a depreda- 
tion upon the revenue amounting to $10,000. 

The whole amount of goods in warehouse, the 
whole $56,000,000, was liquor—brandies, spirits, 
and wines. ‘That was the condition of it on the 
ist of July, 1857. They are stored there for three 
years; and we are without the duties. The inter- 
est on those duties is $1,000,000a year, and more, 
too. We lay without the duty when it was 100 
per cent.; and these people leave their liquors 
| there and age them, and get them ready for mar- 
| ket; and, by the time they get aged, in about 
| three years, they fetch double what they would 
pay at first, and it is all at the expense of the 
| Treasury. 1 do not think this Government is in 
| a condition to lend these liquor dealers half the 
| ae on which they carry on their business, 
| and then turn around and hire it from them at 3 
per cent. a month, and be paid in their own 
money, as has been often done this winter. Iam 
willing to do anything reasonable. I do not want 
to distress merchants or to cripple commerce, I 
tiuink commerce is one of the leading interests of 
the country; but I never in my life saw so exact- 
ing a set of men as these commercial men, and es- 
pecially these German Jews. (Laughter.] They 
are not satisfied with anything. “Te you should 

ive them three years, they would claim five, if 
it took that time to age their liquor. 

Now, Mr. President, I would do anything. in 
reason for the convenience of commerce. We have 
put off the collection of the duty for six months, 
although we needed the money, and although 
we were paying 12 per cent. for it, rather than 
disturb the markets of the country, or to put any- 
body on uneasy conditions about paying this 
duty. I wanted these merchants to have two sea- 

sons to take these goods out; the present spring 
| season to dispose of what they could, and then to 
| go into the fall trade and dispose of the rest; be- 
| cause here is a revulsion in trade, and we have so 
| provided. Iam perfectly willing now, with the 
consent of the committee, more to accommodate 
the Pacific coast than anything else, to make it 
four monthsafter the Isto July. before they shall 
| pay a dollar, and then give them eight months 
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afterwards to reship the goods, and take thedraw- || the House to present the proceedings of a public a proper reward to Mr. Harris for negotiating the 


back. I am willing to do that. When the Sen- || 
ator from California suggested these things, I || 
went to different members of the committee to see 
ifthey would agree to it; butas for allowing these | 
two or three years, it is the most pernigious sys- 
tem, both for the merchant and for the producer, 
that ever was imposed upon the country. It was || 
thought to be for the advantage of these great 
cities; but it is the worst thing to build a city up. 
I know that in my own State, small as the trade 
is there, the warehouses are filled with British 
goods on foreign account, sent there and sold by 
brokers going around with samples, They some- 
times bring a thousand, or ten thousand pieces, 
and carry them tothe bleach works, and get them 
stamped with the Rhode Island bleach work 
siamps, and put them in the market, pretending 
to be American manufacture. All sorts of con- 
trivances are resorted to to impose upon the peo- 
ple of the country, through these warehouses. 
Chey bring in their goods by ship-loads, and we 
give them credit for the duties. * : 

Now, Mr. President, as I said before, I have 
the most perfect conviction that we ought to limit 
this time; that we cannot afford to continue the 
present system. These duties will accumulate 
upon us,if we give a longer time than eight 
months. The debenture bonds will accumulate, 
These goods are exported in times of revulsion. 
and they come here upon us when we are getting 
the least money. We have seen the operation of || 
it this year, and in other years. Whenever there | 
comes a revulsion in mode, instead of receiving | 
money for duties, the goods are all put in ware- 
house. They have increased from $22,000,000 to || 
$60,000,000 since this revulsion commenced, and 
we have not received a dime of duties. These | 
men lay them up there, and we have to go into 
the market to borrow money. 

I am willing to agree to this system for a rea- 
sonable time, but three years is entirely too long. 
Take such a city as New York. The foreign 
merchants send their goods over there, and put 
them in warehouse. They might as well be in 
warehouse there as in London or Manchester. 
Then these Jew brokers take samples around. 
They live in seven-by-nine rooms, and they go 
around selling these goods by sample, against the 
regular trader, and can undersell him. If I lived 
in the city of New York, | would give money to | 
get rid of them, and let business be done by the 
reguiar merchants. These brokers and hucksters 
never build up a city. They live upon $2a week, 
and dress like princes. We want merchants— 
men of capital, who own your vessels. Those 
are the men to build up your cities. It is not 
these foreigners thatcome here to speculate upon | 
your necessities, But I have no wish to protract 
this debate. I hope the proposition of the Sena- || 
tor from New ¥ork will be rejected. 

Mr. GWIN. We cannot take a vote on this | 
question now; and as I desire to make some re- | 
marks upon it, | move that the Senate do nov’ || 
adjourn. [** Oh, no!’’] 

A division being called for, there were twenty | 
ayes. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask for the yeas and nays | 
on this motion. We are now very close to the | 
end of the session, and I do not think we should |) 
adjourn at this time in the evening. 

veral Senators. No yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. [ am against adjourning; but if || 
the yeas and nays are called on such a motion 
now, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. CAMERON, Gentlemen all around me, | 
friends of the bill, say Lought to withdraw the call | 
for the yeas and nays. In deference to them, I do 
80; but it is very much against my own judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There were 
twenty votes in the affirmative. The Chair will 
now request those opposed to the motion to rise. 

The noes were -seventeen. So the Senate 
adjourned, 
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The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer || 


je Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
tre Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 





meeting held at Harpersville, in Broome county, | 
New York, against any alteration of the present 
Constitution. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I present the 
etition of a large number of citizens of Marengo, 
McHenry county, Illinois, in favor of maintain- 
ing the Constitution, the Union, and for the en- | 
forcement of the laws, and against all compro- 
mises with traitors and all men who are plotting 
the overthrow of the Government. Let it be laid 

on the table. 

Mr. GROW. I have a number of petitions 
myself in favor of the Union and the Constitution 
as it is, which I desire to present to the House; 
but I object to this whole practice of presenting 
petitions in open House. I hope gentlemen will 


| file their petitions under the rule. 


The SPEAKER. ‘This being Friday, the reg- 
ular order of business is the call of committees for 
reports ofa private nature, commencing with the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. STOUT. I ask the unanimous consent of 


| treaty. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The gentleman is 
| mistaken. This is for compensation for services 
| in negotiating a treaty with Siam, entirely outside 
_ of his duties in Japan, and before his salary com- 
| menced. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Harris 
went to Siam with a supplementary appointment 
| as special commissioner to negotiate a treaty of 
_ commerce with that country. 
| Mr.GARNETT. And received no pay for it? 
| Mr.MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Notone cent. 
| The bill passed the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
| tions of the Senate unanimously, and also passed 
| the Senate unanimously. 

_ Mr. GARNETT. I withfraw my objection 
| to the bill. 


‘| The bill was then passed. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote — which the bil! was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 


PRENTIS CHAMPLAIN. 


{| . * 
PRINTING OF A BILL. ] The latter motion was agreed to. 
| 


the House that the usual number of copies of 
Senate bill No. 1]—the Oregon and Washington 
war-debt bill—with the report of the House Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs thereupon, be printed. 
There being no objection, it was so ordered, 
THE TARIFF. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unani- 


mous consent of the House to present, and have || 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, || 
_ the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of || 
| New York against the tariff bill proposed in the 


Senate. 
Mr.GROW. I demand the regular order of 
business. 
REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I desire to offer a 


resolution, providing for the printing of some | 
extra copies of the report of the select committee | 


to investigate the recent abstraction of bonds from 
the Interior Department. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That twenty-five thousand extra copies of the 
report made by the select committee appointed to investi- 


gate the facts pertaining to the abstraction of bonds from | 
the Interior Department, be printed for the use of the House, | 


and five hundred for the use of said Department. 


Mr. PRYOR. I object to that resolution. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. Well, I give notice 
that I will offer the resolution on Monday next. 
S. B. KELLAR. 
On motion of Mr. WOODSON, the Committee 


| on Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 


consideration of the petition of S. B. Kellar, pray- 


ing for the payment of damages for non-fulfillment | 


of contract with an Indian @&ent; and the same 


| was laid upon the table. 


TOWNSEND HARRIS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, reported back, with a 
recommendation that it do pass, Senate bill No. 
274, for the relief of Townsend Harris, or his 
heirs or legal representatives. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iask that that bill 
be put upor. its passage immediately. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. It is unani- 
mously reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. JOHN COCE RANE. I ask that the bill 
be read. 

The bill was read. “{t directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Townsend Harris, or his 
heirs or representatives, the sum of $10,000 for his 
services and expenses in negotiating a treaty of 
commerce between the kingdom of Siam and the 
United States. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. This treaty was 
negotiated by Mr. Harris, outside of his regular 
official duties, and on his way to his official post. 
The bill passed the Senate unanimously, and I 
presume there will be no objection to it in the 

ouse. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 


| 
| . thir 
Mr. BURNETT. I call for the regular order || “% scordingly read the thind time. 


of business. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. GARNETT. I desire to say, in reference 
to that bill, that I remember that last session, 
when weestablished the mission to Japan, it was 


Mr. DUELL. I ask the unanimous consent of || placed upon the express ground that it was only 


Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, a bill (H.R. No. 655) grant- 
ing a pension to Prentis Champlain. 

The bill wag ordered to be engrossed and read 


|| a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
| ing read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| CONSULAR AND LEGISLATIVE BILLS. 


| .Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the request of 
|| the Senate for committees of conference on the 
| consular and diplomatic bill, and on the legislative 
|| bill, be acceded to. 

'| It was so ordered; and Messrs. Corwin, Mit- 
_son, and Morris of Pennsylvania, on the first- 
| named bill, and Messrs. SHermMan, Stevens of 
| Pennsylvania, and Burcn, on the latter, were 
appointed managers on the part of the House. 
| 
' 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [also ask that the amend- 
ments to the naval appropriation bill be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 

| dered to be printed. 
| It was so ordered. 


Mr. SHERMAN. A letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury,in regard tothe reciprocity treaty 
|| with England, has been referred to the Committee 
'| of Ways and Means. It should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 1 
ask that the change of reference be made. 

It was so ordered. 


NATIONAL DIFFICULTIES. 


| Mr. LEE. [ take occasion to present several 
petitions signed by a large number of citizens of 

| my congressional district, with the prayer that 
the Senatorsand Representatives in Congress from 
the State of New York shall endeavor to reconcile 
existing difficulties, and shall offer, such ample 
guarantees to all Union-loving men of the slave- 
holding States as will bring us again into relations 
of brotherhood and harmony. 

The petitions were laid on the table. 


R. W. MEADE. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Claims to report a joint resolution for 
the relief of R. W. Meade, executor of Richard 
W. Meade, and to ask that it be put upon its pas- 
“— It makes no appropriation. 

he joint resolution was read a first and second 
time. ‘It remands the claim of R. W. Meade, 
executor of Richard W. Meade, deceased, to the 


| RECIPROCITY TREATY WITH ENGLAND. 


| 


Court of Claims, to be reheard on the proofs 


already in the case, with any additional testimony, 
and such further arguments as the claimant may 
offer under the rules of the court, so as to decide 
it on the merits of the case. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection. The resolution is only to allow a rehear- 

ing of thecase. On the examination of the matter, 
| the committee was satisfied that it came strictly 
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within the rules under which a court of chancery 
would allow the application for a rehearing. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- | 
nessee will observe that on this cali he hasa right | 
to have his proposition considered, if it makes no | 
appropriation. oe 
Mr. MAYNARD. It makesno appropriation. 
The SPEAKER. Then it is in order. 
Mr. THOMAS. I understood that this was a 
mere call for reference. Z 
The SPEAKER. No; it is the regular call. 
Mr. THOMAS. Then I hope my colleague 
will give me an opportunity of being heard for a | 
few minutes on this subject. A 
Mr. MAYNARD. I willingly yield the floor to 


my colleague to present his views. I do not want 


i 
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to take any advantage of him, or any other mem- || 


ber of the House; but I think that justice to this 
claimant requires the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. THOMAS. I had 

a member of the Committee of Claims, some ten | 
or twelve years ago, to spend some two weeks in 
the examination of this claim, and therefore I am 
pretty familiar with the character of the case, 
although many of the facts are not now fresh in | 
my memory. The case has undergone the ex- 
amination of committee after committee, and Con- 
gress after Congress, and it has been uniformly, 


after fulland elaborate investigation, perce It 
has also been before the Court of Claims, and | 


there rejected. This clgim has been hanging about 
the lobbies of the House of Representatives, to 
my own personal knowledge for twelve years, | 
and from history fcr nearly thirty years, After the | 
parties had had over twenty years to prepare their 
case, it was thoroughly examined in the House 
of Representatives, and was voted down by avery | 
large majority It is now proposed, after the 
Court of Claims has given the matter a careful | 
examination, where both parties were represented 
by counsel, to refer it back *o that court, and to 
ask the court to devote another week or month 
to its investigation. !f my memory were clear 
enough to enable me to state all the facts, I have 
no doubt that this resolution would be voted down 
by more than two thirds majority. 

According to my recollection, Mr. Speaker, this 





claim originated for breadstuffs furnished to the || 


Spanish nation during the war of 1812-14. It will | 
be recollected that during that period the United | 
States were at war with Great Britain, and that 
Great Britain was at war with France. Spain was 
theally of our enemy, Great Britain. Mr. Meade, 
who was an American citizen, had gone to Spain 
some years before, and had so far become a sub- 
ject of that Government that he was actually an 
office-holder in the city of Madrid. He was a 
dealer in produce; and, as such, furnished the 
Spanish army with their breadstuffs during that | 
war. When peace was restored, after the battle of | 
Waterloo, this Mr. Meade had a settlement with 
the King of Spain, which showed the Spanish 
Government to be in his debt to the amount of 
some $600,000, and an acknowledgment of that 
debt was duly executed. All this time the United 
States were ignorant that such a man as Meade 
lived. The first information that we had of him 
or his claim was when friendly relations were re- | 
stored, and when our minister went to Madrid. 
Our minister there received a written communica- 
tion from Mr. Meade, who had quarreled with 
the King of Spain, and had been imprisoned. He 
applied to the American minister to have his rights | 
adjusted. Our minister interfered so far as to have | 
Mr. Meade released from prison. He was re- | 
leased and returned to the United States. After | 
the treaty for the cession of Florida, Mr. Meade | 
requested our Government to send an agent to the | 
Court of Spain to get the evidence of the indebt- 

edness of that kingdom to him, in order to lay it 

before the commissioners, who were required to 

make a settlement of the money to be paid by our 

Government to Spain for the benefit of United 

States claimants. Our Government, not feeling it 

their duty, did not make the application. The 

commissioners held their sessions for two years 





in this aur Fpey made their awards, dis- 
tributed the $5,000,000 pro rata among the claim- 
ants who did presenttheirclaims. But Mr. Meade, 


who did not apply for any portion of it, has since 
come up and besieged Eavapeam and since his 
death, his representatives have been pressing the 
claim till it was rejected so overwhelmingly that 
they lost all hope in the House. They then went 


occasion, when I was || 











to the Court of Claims, where they had the ben- 
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upon an examination of the treaty, it will be found 


efit of counsel, and the benefit of thirty years’ ac- || thatthe Governmentof the United States assumed 


cumulation of testimony,and it was there rejected. 
I am sorry, sir, that my colleague, for whom 


I entertain so high a regard, should be again at- || 


tempting to embarrass this Government with a 
further investigation of this claim. I had no idea 
that it was ever to come here again. I have stated 
the facts from recollection; but I believe that I 
have stated them accurately, at least in substance. 
I am satisfied that it is a claim in regard to which 
this Government should not be further troubled. 
I therefore move to lay the resolut.on the table, 
unless my friend should desire to say something 
in regard to it, 

Mr. MAYNARD. My colleague will recol- 
lect that I have the floor, and that he only held it 
by my courtesy. Iam notsurprised, Mr. Speaker, 


has made of what he supposes to be the facts in 
connection with the claim, that his mind should 
incline against it. I hold in my hand the opinion 
of the majority of the Court of Claims, and it is 
enough to say that they based their action on no 
such ground. I will state in a few words what 
are the main, leading facts in the case, and which 
have induced the Committee of Claims to recom- 
mend the case to be referred back for a rehear- 
ing. 

Richard W. Meade had, in his lifetime, a claim 
arising out of a contract, and out of personal in- 
jury, against the Government of Spain. That 
claim was recognized by that Government, and 
by a board of commissioners was certified as a 


claim against the Government to an amount some- | 


thing less than my colleague has stated—some- 
thing over three hundred thousand dollars. ‘That 
was prior to the treaty of 1819 with Spain. By 
the terms of that treaty, under which we acquired 
the now recusant State of Florida, the. United 
States undertook and assumed to pay all the 
claims which her own citizens had against the 
Spanish Government, including, of course, this 
claim. 


After the ratification of that treaty, Congress | 
| appointed a board of commissioners to pass upon | 


such claims as we had assumed by virtue of that 
treaty. Mr. Meade presented his claims as fall- 
ing within the terms of that treaty, and in support 
of it presented the certificate of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, liquidating and adjusting it, and fixing 
the amount. The commission recognized the 
claim as falling within the purview of the treaty, 
and liable to be satified by this Government, in 
pursuance ofit; butsuspended it onthe ground that 
they would not admit it upon the certificate of the 
Spanish Government of its liquidation and adjust- 
ment, and required Mr. Meade to produce his 
original vouchers upon which the liquidation of 
the Spanish Government took place, and which 
were delivered up to the custody of that Govern- 
ment and distributed through its various depart- 
ments. This, Mr. Meade was unable to do. He 
was not able to obtain them from the custody of 
the Spanish Government, and produce them be- 
fore the commission until the commission had ex- 


ired, under the act by which it was appointed. | 


‘he consequence was, that the claim was lost. It 
had been assumed by this Government, as be- 
tween the Spanish Government and the claimants. 
The commission had required evidence of the char- 
acter which I have mentioned, and which it was 
impossible for him to produce, pending the ex- 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| | 


from the statement which my friend and colleague | 


| of his opinion once pronounced adverse to the 


all claims of citizens of the United States against 
the Government of Spain. The claim, as | have 
said, was lost before the commission, in conse- 

uence of the requirementto which I have referred. 
‘The Court of Ciaims rejected the claim upon the 
technical ground I have named, and the Commit- 
tee of Claims believed it was but justiee to the 
claimant that he should have a rehearing and an- 
other decision, upon the principle everyday prac- 
ticed upon in the courts. No chancelor in the 
land, upon such a condition of facts, would hesi- 
tate a moment to granta rehearing, and a revision 


claim. 
Mr. THOMAS. 1 desire to ask my colleague 
| whether there has been any new testimony dis- 
covered in the case other than has been before 


Congress for years? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then desire to ask my col- 
league whether he understands it to be the rule of 
any court in this country to grant a rehearing in 
such a case, when no new testimony is alleged to 
have been discovered ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. THOMAS. If no error is alleged, do I 


understand a rehearing may be granted upon the 


facts? 


Mr. MAYNARD. I say it is the every-day 


|| practice to grant a rehearing when there isa plau- 





sible argument presented to the mind of the court 


| that itis possible that, in the first examination, the 
| facts may have been misapprehended. I have many 





istence of the commission; the result was, that | 


the claim was not allowed. 

It is true that the claim came before Congress, 
and that it has been examined and passed on, by 
one House or the other, again and again, It went 
to the Court of Claims, and it was there considered 
and was decided by the majority adversely, the 
minority of the court presenting at the same'time 
in favor of the claim. The decision of the major- 
ity of the court was placed upon the ground that 

. Meade, having once had a day in court, and 
having failed to establish his claim before the com- 
mission, in accordance with their requirements, 
had lost it by laches. 

The Committee of Claims thought that, to say 


| 





the least, the rejection of the claim was made upon | 


very highly technical ground; because it will be 
seen that, upon the investigation of the claim, the 
merits of it had not been inquired into. It was a 
case in which the obligation of Spain to pay had 
been fully recognized by that Government; and 


times known a judge, to reverse his own decision 
upon such a state of facts. It is an every-day 
ractice. 
Mr. THOMAS. I wish to ask my friendif he 
knows how often this case has been rejected by 
Congress? I remember that it was once rejected 


| upon the argumentof Silas Wright in the Senate. 


I remember that it was rejected in this House once 
upon the argument of Joshua R. Giddings against 
it. I remember that it was, on another occasion, 
rejected upon the argument of a gentleman whose 
name I do not now call to mind. | know that this 
case has undergone the thorough investigation of 
men of all sections and of all parties. It has been 
rejected by the Court of Claims after a full and 
thorough investigation; and now, if my friend 
from Tennessee can present any fact which will 
throw any additional light on the subject, I am 
willing that it shall again be considered, but not 
otherwise. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I have not examined the 


| congressional history of this claim; but my im- 


pression is, that it has at various times received 
the favorable action of committees of both Elouses 
of Congress. The Committee of Claims, how- 


| ever, examined the case upon the record presented 


by the Court of Claims, and they have reported 
this resolution in accordance with what they con- 
sidered to be well settled principles of legal prac- 
tice. I move the previous question upon the 
| engrossment and third reading of the joimt res- 
olution 

Mr. THOMAS. 
on the table. 

Mr. STANTON. 
end of all things, 
laid on the table. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman from Tennessee allow me to ask him 
why he has inserted into the resolution the pro- 
vision that there is to bea rehearing upon the 
merits of the case? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I can assure the gentleman 
that those words were not put there to cover up 
or conceal anything more than appears in the 
report. If there is any objection to that phrase- 
| ology, I am perfectly willing that those words 


| shall be stricken out. 
| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I called 
the gentleman’s attention to the phraseology be- 
| cause I knew that it has been generally construed 
to give the auditing officers a sort of jicentious 
discretion for any report they may make. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I aps should have had 


I move to lay the resolution 


I think there should be an 
I hope the resolution will be 








read the report of the committee which accom- 
panies the resolution, It will be seen by that re- 
port that the committee expressly forbore to 
express any opinion upon the merits of the case. 
They recommend a rehearing of the case in con- 
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sequence of the Seep 4 technical grounds upon 
which the decision of the Court of Claims was | 
made. 

Mr. STANTON. {t will be recollected that, | 
at the last session of Congress, a resolution was 
peased allowing a rehearing of a certain claim | 
vefore one of the Departments, and that we were | 
obliged the present session to pass an act repeal- | 
ing that resolution. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I am perfectly willing to | 
obviate any difficulty of that kind by striking out | 
the clause which requires that the claim shall be 
examined, on its rehearing, upon its merits; and || 
to add a proviso that nothing within the resolu- || 
tion shall be construed into an expression of | 
opinion as to the merits or demerits of the claim, || 

I ask for the yeas and nays upon the motion 
to lay the resolution on the table. | 

The yeas and nays were not ordered 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to | 

AZEL SPAULDING. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Claims to report a bill for the relief of || 
Aze! Spaulding. | 

The bill was read a first and second time. \| 

Mr. MAYNARD. This bill makes anappro- || 
priauion simply to pay a pension agent $275 for || 
the two per cent. on the money paid out by him || 
prior to 1847. I suppose it will be better to put | 
the bill on its passage at this time. 

The bill was read. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed, and read a third time; and being | 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, | 
and passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to } 

| 


ISAIAH HATCH. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, || 
made an adverse report on the case of Jsaiah 


Hatch; which was laid upon the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT NEWPORT. 
Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made an adverse reporton the case of the marine 


hospital at Newport, Rhode Island; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


FLORIDA INDIAN WARS. 
Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported back House bill No. 572, 
rns bounty lands to soldiers engaged in the 


ndian wars of Florida since 3d March, 1855, 
with the recommendation that it do not pass. The | 


bill was laid upon the éable, and the report or- | 
dered to be printed. | 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Pub- 


lic Lands, also made adverse reports in the follow- 
ing cases; which were severally laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed: 

Petition of Julius Pierce, in behalf of Calvin || 
Pease, for bounty land; 

Petition of Julius Pierce, praying for certain || 
amendments to the bounty land acts; 

Petition of the heirs of Edie Stewart, for bounty } 
land; 

Petition of the heirs of George Jackson, pray- |) 
ing fora grant of bounty land on account of ser- 
vices in the war of 1812; 

Petition of David Johnson, asking for bounty 
land ora pension; and 


Memorial of forty-six privateersmen from Mar- 


| 


blehead, asking for bounty land under the act of 
3d March, 1855. 


TITLES TO CERTAIN LANDS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, moved that that committee be 
discharged from the furtherconsideration of House 
bill No. 875, to ascertain and adjust the titles to 
certain lands in the State of Illinois; and that it 
be laid upon the @&ble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was laid upon the table; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 







'| acres of land in aid of the territoria 


| appropriation bill. 


|| finish the call upon the committees for reports in 


| superseded by the special order. 


| tion, and will take it as ordered accordingly. 


|| gress to appropriate $500,000, or an amount suffi- | 
| cient for the payment of claims awarded to the 
|| citizens of Kansas by the claim commissioners | 
_ of Kansas, for losses of property in consequence 


| Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


| reduction of pay for carrying the mails on route 
|| No. 8911, and that said amount be paid to Wil- || 
| liam Ligget, for and on account of Hockaday & || 


|| inthe Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
| appropriated. 


| the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 


| Proce to pay to John Peebles the sum of 
-fiv 





INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. | 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee | 
on Public Lands, made an adverse report on the | 
joint resolutions of Washington Territory, asking | 
Congress to donate to that ‘Territory ten million | 
| atecaal im- 

provement fund: which was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Lilinois, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, moved that,that committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
sundry memorials; and that they be laid upon | 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, with a view to take up the Post Office | 





Mr. BURNETT. Ihope not. We ought to 





private cases, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing to 
have the call gone through with, provided it be 
the understanding that my motion shall not be 


he SPEAKER = The Chair hears no objec- 


KANSAS TROUBLES. 


Mr. CONWAY, by unanimous consent, pre- | 
sented joint resolutions of Kansas, asking Con- | 


of the existence of the political troubles which 
prevailed so generally in the early history of the 
Territory of Kansas; which was referred to the 


HMOCKADAY & LIGGET 


Mr ALLEY. | am instructed by the Commit- | 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report | 
back Senate bill No. 551, for the relief of Hock- 
aday & Ligget, with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 1 ask that the bill be now put on its | 
passage. d | 

The bill, which was read, provides that the sum | 
of $40,000 be allowed to Hockaday & Ligget, in | 
full payment for damages sustained by them in 








Ligget, and for their benefit, out of any moneys | 


“he bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ALLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 


The latter mouon was agreed to. 
JOHN PEEBLES. 


Mr. TAPPAN. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Claims to report back Senate Court of 
Claims bill No. 125, for the relief of John Pee- 
bles, with the recommendation that it do pass. It 
is for a small sum, and I hope it will be now put 
on its passage. It directs the Secretary of the 


twenty-five dollars, in fullfor his services as sur- 
veyor, performed under the direction of John 
Cuthbert, timber agent for the southern district of 
Alabama. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AZEL SPAULDING——AGAIN. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill for the relief of Azel Spaulding 
was passed. That bill appropriates some two 
hundred and seventy-five dollars as percentage. 
I wish to inquire whether Mr. Spaulding received 


any salary at the time? 


tr ato 
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February 15, 


The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
a already been submitted, and laid upon the 
table. 









DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS, 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unan- 


imous consent of the House for leave to present 
the following resolution. It is one that, in my 
judgment, ought to be passed at once. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That next Tuesday be set apart for the trans- 
action of the business for the District of Columbia, and that 


the business for the District be made the special order for 
that day. 


Mr. WINSLOW. I object. 
FREDERICK VINCENT. 


Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, moved 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill No. 275, for the relief 
of Frederick Vincent, administrator of James Le 
Caze, surviving partner of Le Caze & Mallet, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GREENBERRY M. MATTHEWS. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, reported a 
bill for the relief of Greenberry M. Matthews, of 
Montgomery county, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

The bill was then read in extenso. It provides 
for the canceling of a certain land warrant, and 
the issue of another in its stead. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. As thecall of the commit- 


tees is now through, I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
Pending that motion, I move that the Post Office 
appropriation bill be made the special order in 


committee. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

The motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was then agreed 
to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wiwstow in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 971) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1862. 

By unanimous consent, the first reading of the 
bill was dispensed with 

The bill was then read by clauses for amend- 
ment. 

The followingtlause being under consideration: 

For compensation to postmasters, $2,728,734. 


Mr. COLFAX said: I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to 
offer the following amendment: 


Strike off $28,734, and to add as a proviso to the clause 
just read: 

Provided, That no compensation shall be paid to post- 
masters, after the 30th of June, 1861, for the delivery of free 
letters or papers to their recipients. 


I can explain this amendment in a few words. 
By a singular anomaly in the post office laws, 
although postmasters receive no compensation for 
the delivery of public documents and franked 
speeches, yet there are two branches of free mat- 
ter for the distribution of which they do receive 
compensation out of the Treasury. One is one 
cent for the delivery of free letters, for which the 
Government receives no postage. The other grows 
out of the delivery of newspapers distributed free 
of postage in the ete where they are Soper 
The postmasters are allowed two mills for the de- 


livery of each of such papers, which amounts to 
ten and one fifth cents per year for the delivery of 
weekly papers in the counties where they are pub- 
lished, while the Government receives no postage 
at all, but carries such paper free. 


oo Amor PRPowRmarsc 








Upon conference with the Post Office Depart- 
ment, it was thought this would save $30,000 a 
year. The postmasters are required by law to 
distribute all other free matter for which no com- 
pensation is received by the Department. We 
want to make the law general, that no compensa- 
tion shall be paid for the delivery of free matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WHITELEY. | desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in after line thirty-six, in reference 
to the salaries of route agents. I wish tocall the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads to this fact: two weeks 
avo we increased the salaries of the clerks in the 
Washington city post office, on account of the 


amount of documents which they are compelled | 


to handle. I wish to call his attention to the fur- 
ther fact, that last year, upon his own motion, 
the salaries of the route agents throughout the 
country were fixed at $800 each. Now, sir, I de- 
sire to say that the salaries of the route agents be- 
tween Washington and Philadelphia, and Wash- 
ington and Richmond, should be increased upon 
the same principle upon which the salaries of the 
clerks in the post office here were increased. The 
truth is, they have more to do with the handling 
of documents than the clerks in the city post office. 
I therefore propose the following amendment: 
That the salaries of route agents from Washington to 
Enmaseteeee, and from Washington to Richmond, shail be 

000. 

Mr. COLFAX. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment, because I believe that you can find plenty ot 
competent and experienced persons to perform 
those dutie$ at the present rate of compensation. 
The gentleman is mistaken in saying that we rec- 
ommended the other day an increase of the com- 

ensation of the clerks in the city post office here. 
hat we did was merely to continue a law which 
was passed in 1854, upon the motionof Mr. Rusk, 
of Texas, then chairman of the Senate Post Office 
Committee, providing that there should be a small 
fund out of which clerks in the city post office of 
this city shall be paid forextra labor imposed upon 
them, limiting the amount to $250 to each clerk. 
The amount allowed to the clerks in post offices 
is based upon the commissions accruing to that 
office. Now, in a post office like this, where the 
mails, both incoming and outgoing, are mostly 
composed of free matter, the revenue must be 


very much curtailed. The enormous amount of | 


free matter which passes through the city post 


office requires the services of a larger number of 
clerks than is wl by any other post office | 
l 


in the cauntry collecting the same amount of post- 


ages. 
Mr. WHITELEY. Dol understand the gen- 


ueman to say that the clerks in this office are paid 


by commissions? I believe they receive a regular | 
salary, let their duties be what they may. The | 


truth in reference to these documents is, that most 
of them are put up here in bags and carried di- 


rectly to the railroad, when the route agents have | 


all the trouble of them. 

Mr. COLFAX. The clerks in the post office 
here receive a regular salary, | concede; but the 
number of clerks must be regulated by the amount 
of money which can be paid them out of the com- 
missions of the office. Where almost the entire 
amount of the mails, outgoing and incoming, are 
composed of free matter, the number of clerks 
must be diminished if their salaries are limited by 
the amount of postages accruing. 

In recommending, the other day, the continu- 
ation of the old law of 1854, we only acted upon 
the recommendation of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, which was concurred in by the committee 
of the House unanimously. But the Post Office 
Department has not asked for an increase of the 
salaries of the route agents, and I do not think it 
necessary. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire simply to say to 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, that an amendment to pay the 
same percentage to the route agents, not to exceed 
$250, which is paid to the clerks in the city post 
office here, ought to pass. The clerks here get 
$1,200 and $1,400 a year, while the route agents 
get onl . lonly ask that the same degree 
of justice shall be extended to the route agents 
from Washington to Philadelphia, and from 
Washington to Richmond, as is extended to the 
clerks here, for the reason that they manipulate 
the same documents that the clerks do, only ina 





| labors. 
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greater degree, and they are more entitled to the begin to increase the pay of those who are en- 


$250 than the clerks are. The clerks in the post | 


office receive most of these documents packed in 
bags. I do not at all mean to detract from their 
I do not mean to say that they are not 
entitled td the $250; but I do mean to say—and [ 
say it to the chairman of the Committee on the 


Post Office and Post Roads—that these routeagents | 
are entitled to it in an enlarged degree, for they | 
take the documents in bulk, take them out of the 


wagons at the cars, and have harder work in ref- 
erence to them than the clerks in the post office 
have. It is but manifest fairness that this amount 


should be accorded to them, at the rate of one mill | 


per pound, not to exceed in all $250. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana, who has given so much at- 
tention to this matter, will see the fairness of this 


proposition, and I hope he will agree toit. When || 


that gentleman goes into the Post Office Depart- 


ment—and I may say, without any eulogy, that | 


I hope he may be permitted to do so—he will have 


a better ee knowledge of these matters, and | 
1 


I know he will agree to this proposition as soon 
as he investigates it, 

Mr.STANTON. ! would like to try the ex- 
periment of equalizing the other pay. 
move to strike out *‘route agents’’ and provide 
that the clerks shall not receive more than $800. 
Gentlemen talk about equalizing, but they always 
equalize up, while I would rather equalize down. 

Mr. WHITELEY. We equalized last year 
upon these very route agents. For instance, the 
route agents between Philadelphia and Washing- 
ton were receiving $1,000. And upon the motion 
of the chairman of the Commiitee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads, they were cut down to 
$800. 


There is another consideration in reference to | 
this matter worthy of consideration. These route | 
If their | 


agents have really to live in two cities. 
home is in Philadelphia, their odd nights are 
spent here. 
deal of extra expense; and, as I said before, they 
perform the bulk of the labor in reference to these 
documents. All our books are packed in bags; 


in the mail wagons. The clerks in the city post 
office have nothing to do with them. 
agents have the handling of them altogether. 1 
think it nothing more than just and fair to give to 
those who do this labor $200 a year more than 
they now receive; or rather, as | have modified 


the amendment, to say that their salaries shall not | 


exceed $1,000, giving the Postmaster General 


| power to raise them from $800 to $1,000, if he 


sees fit. 


Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Chairman, I oppose the | 


amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Sranton,] to reduce the salary of these clerks in 
the Post Office. 


The CHAIRMAN That amendment was not 
received. 


The route | 


| 
| 


| 


| 





Thus they are subjected to a great | 


| 


cers, 
and if they go to the city post office at all, they ] 
are merely handed to the pavement and placed | 


gaged in handling these mails, the next thing you 
| will find will be that the postmasters in otber 
| offices besides that at Washington city will apply 
| for an increase of pay, with just a8’ much jus- 

tice. All the route agents have to do with these 
| bulky bags of documents is to receive them atthe 

cars from the mail messengers, who assist in put- 
ting them on the cars, and then they are piled up 
there, and when they arrive at Philadelphia they 
are thrown out without any extra care, as I know 
from personal observation, because they are not 
handled with as much care as bags of letters, nor 
is it needful that they should be. All the route 


|| agents have to do with these bags of documents is 


to assist in 


utting them on the cars and in ane 
| them off. 


can see no reason for this propose 
increase of salary. 

Mr. HUGHES. I think it very bad policy to 
pay inadequate salaries, incommensurate with the 
Shoes and responsibilities connected with the dis- 
charge of the duties of an office; and I know that 
the duties upon these two routes are very oner- 
ous and responsible. Allow me to say, in con- 


|| nection with my first proposition, that | have no 
I would | 


question that, if you were to put up all the offices 
under this Government at public auction to the 
lowest bidder, you would=find men who would 
| discharge, for $500 a year, the duties of offices 
for which we now pay $2,000, being dear at that. 
You will find many a man who will fill the office 
of President of the United States for $1,000. year, 
if you will give it to him, and he will make per- 
haps $100,000 annually by the bargain; and so 
with all our offices. It is, in my judgment, the 
worst possible policy that the Government could 
| adopt to pay low salaries for important services. 
It is anti-democratic; not in a party, but in a gen- 
eral and political sense. I am always in favor of 
paying a good, fair salary to every man who dis- 

charges duties under the Government in propor- 
| tion to their importance and responsibility. | 
am satisfied that it is the best possible bond for 
fidelity that you can exact from your public offi- 
I know that officers of the engineers are 
placed upon their honor, and with very inade- 
quate compensation. They give no bonds, and 
yet millions and millions of dollars are disbursed, 
simply upon the honor of the officer and upon hia 


'| commission, with the greatest economy and hon- 


esty. These route agents have not only very 
heavy physical labors devolved upon them, but 
very grave responsibilities. I would wish to pay 
the route agents upon all the more important lines 
far larger salaries than they now receive; and I 


do hope that the House will agree to increase the 


| salaries of the agents upon these two routes to 
the small amount asked for by the gentleman 





Mr.COLFAX. Inreply tothe gentleman from | 


Delaware, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 


I will state, what they very well know, that the 
route agents are off duty part of the time, while 
the clerks in the post office are on duty all the 
time, the whole year round. So that that argu- 
ment falls. The gentleman shakes his head, as 
much as to say, that the route agents are not off 
duty part of thetime. He is aware that there are 
always, upon every large mail route, a surplus of 
route agents, and they alternate. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Not between here and 
Philadelphia; and I am told that they even have 
to run on Sundays. 

Mr. COLFA I know that, asa general rule, 
there is a surplus of route agents, because men 
cannot go over a route every day, distributing 
mail matter, handling heavy bags, standing on 
their feet all the time, without relaxation. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Iam told by these agents 
—I know nothing about the matter personally— 
that there are no extra agents upon the route be- 
tween here and Philadelphia; and when they are 
sick one have to pay a man to go in their places, 
out of their own salaries. 

Mr. COLFAX. One word further upon this 
subject. I am surprised at the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, in reference to the route 
between here and Philadelphia, because, | sup- 
posed there were always one or more surplus route 
agents upon all the great mail routes. But if you 


| from Delaware. 
Mr. FLORENCE, I desire merely to say to 
| the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, that the route agents between 
this city and Philadelphia are employed all their 
time. There is a train that leaves this city at 
twenty minutes after six o’clock in the morning, 
and aie are occupied till two o’clock, p. m. 
They leave Philadelphia next day at twelve 
o’clock, and are occupied till six o’clock, p. m. 
Then there is a night line, which leaves Philadel- 
phia at eleven o’clock at night, and arrives here 
at six o’clockin the morning, and they are occu- 
pied the whole night. Then, sir, they work seven 
days in the week, and are not exempted from 
work on Sundays. There is also a slower line 
| that occupies several hours a day, leaving here 
early in the morning, and reaching Phil 
at half past three o’clock. 

Now, | ask nothing more in relation to this 
matter than that a simple act of justice shall be 
done to these men, andl that the same allowance 
shall be made to them as is made to the clerks in 
the post office, who manipulate the same docu- 
ments. The gentleman from Indiana suggests 
that the postmasters along the route may ask the 
same compensation. . Sir, they are not entitled to 
it, because they do not handle this entire amount 
of documents that pass through the hands of these 
route agents, and is distributed by them along the 
route. This is not a proposition to increase the 
compensation of all route agents, but merely to 
give these six or eight persons the same compen- 
sation that the clerks in the post office receive 
for handling these same documents. The whole 
It does not involve 
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amount will not take $2,000, 
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the question of reduction of compensation, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sran- 
ron.] If the gentleman desires, just at this partic- | 
ular time, to reduce the compensation of all the | 
officers in the employment of the Government | 
throughout the country, I am sure it will not make 
any difference to any friends of mine, for I suppose 
I shall receive very little consideration in relation 
to such matters aftera few days; but I tell the gen- 
tleman candidly, that I woul not vote for any 
such reduction. I agree with the gentleman from 
Maryland, that in order to secure the necessary 
talent and ability, the Government must pay fair 
compensation to its officers; and I have always 
pursued that policy here, and I have been sus- 
tained for a long time by my constituents in so 
doing. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would like to 
vote for the amendment of my friend, but his re- 
marks have left me somewhat in doubt. He 
declares that he apprehends great danger to his 
friends. I would recompense his friends on ac- 
count of any danger they are in; but I do notknow 
the precise nature of it. | 

He also remarks that these gentlemen are em- 

loyed every night for seven days in the week. 
Now, if my friend intends, and I believe he does, 
to express that they are employed both day and 
night, then the more willingly will I vote for his 
amendment. I ask him whether I'am justified in 
drawing that conclusion? 








Mr. FLORENCE. If the gentleman from New || 


York had started on a proper foundation, I might 
be able to answer al] his questions; but the gen- 
tleman cannot have given attention to the business 
in hand, or he would not have credited to me the 
inauguration of a suggestion which was made by 
the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. Wutrevey.| 
I was merely the first lieutenant, merely training 
in the company of that gentleman. I was only 
aiding him in effecting a just purpose. The gen- 
tleman remarks about me saying that these men 
worked every night in the week. I did not say so. 
I said that they were employed day and night for 
seven days in the week. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I am perfectly sat- 
isfied. I shall vote forthis amendment. [Leughter.] 

The amendment was not agreed to 


Mr. COLFAX. I am requested by the Post 
Office Department, and authorized by the Post 
Office Committee to offer the following amend- 
ment: 

And be it further enacted, That the third section of the 
act making provision for the postal service in California, 
Oregon, and Washington, approved July 27, 1854, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed, and that all dead letters which 
may accumulate in the post offices in said States and Ter- 
ritory, after the 30th of June next, shall be returned to the 
General Post Office at Washington, under such regulations 
as the Postmaster General may direct. 


By the present law, the dead letters which ac- 
cumulate on the Pacific coast are sent to San Fran- 
ciscu, where they are opened in a dead-letter 
branch office, and the money letters are returned 
to the persons that sent them. It has been found 
by experience that that is a rather poorly-paying 
experiment. A letter from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral which I have here, states that it costs $3,000 
a year to perform that service, and that only sev- 
enty-three valuable letters per quarter are re- 
turned. He therefore asks that that section of the 
law be repealed, and that the dead letters of the 
Pacific coast be sent here just as all other dead 
letters are. 

The letter from the Postmaster General is as 
follows: 

Post Orrice Department, February 4, 1861. 

Sir: My attention has just been called to the operation 
of the dead letter office in San Francisco, California, for 
the last quart r—ended 3lst December: 

The whoie number of letters received there was, ... 20,299 
Foreign letters returned to Washington unopened... 964 


Whole number opened...... 6... cece cece cece ee eo 19,385 


Ofthe number, one hundred and fifty-nine were preserved 
as valuable, and eighty-six returned to Mme my leav- 
ing only seventy-three returned to writers on Pacific 
coast. 

The expenses of the office for the quarter were $675. 
There seems to me no good reasen why these dead letters 
should not now be returned to this 
Uree thousand dollars per annum. The only possible ad- 
vantage in having them opened in San Francisco, is in 
returning somewhat sooner to the writers the very small 
number of valuable letters (only seventy-three last quarter) 
ome mailed on the a ; 

Juder existing regulations, letters from the } 
offices would be returned regularly three months after the 
date of advertising, (or two months, if the law be changed, 


as Fosed,) and not all be allowed to accumulate to the 
end of a post 

















office quarter ; so that but little, comparative- 
ly, would be added to the weight of the mails each trip. 

I submit a section repealing the law of 1854, and provid- 
ing for the return of all dead Ictters to this Department, | 
ae approved, you will please add to the pending bill | 

0. . 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, &c., 

HORATIO KING, 
Acting Postmaster General. 
Hon. ScuvyteR Cotrax, Chairman Committee Post Office 
and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire: to 
offer an amendment to the first section, to come 
in at the end of the tenth line, merely directing 
the Postmaster General to reéxamine the causes 
of the discontinuance of mail routes. 

Mr. QUARLES. Have we not passed from 
that section; and is it not too late to offer this 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois was deprived of the opportunity of present- 
ing hisamendment, and therefore it may be offered | 
now. 

Mr. SHERMAN I do not waive the point of | 
pertinency. I shall raise the point that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is not in 
order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. On what 
grounds ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
changes existing law. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Not at all. 
Let the amendnient be read. 

Mr. GROW. I suppose the gentleman from 
Illinois is not particular to have his amendment 
offered at this point of the bill, and would as lief 


On the ground that it 


| bring it im at the end of the bill. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That will be 
satisfactory. 

The Clerk read the next section of the bill, as 
follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if the revenues 
of the Post Office Department shall be insufficient to meet 
the appropriations of this act, then the suin of $35,391,350 63, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply deficiencies 
in the revenue of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I offer the follow- 


ing amendment as an additional section: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered to 
advertise for and to receive proposals, specifying for what 
compensation the round trip, and in what description of 
steam vessels, as to structure, speed, and dimensions, a 
United States mail to and from San Francisco, in Califor- 
nia, and Shanghae, in China, monthly, is offered to be car- 
ried and delivered. The time for receiving such proposals 
to be limited, at the discretion of the Postmaster General, 
and to be advertised in such public newspapers as he shall 
designate. Such proposals to be opened by the Postmaster 
General, and to be by him, together with his report on the 
same, transmitted to the next Congress, at the opening 
thereof. 


Mr. COLFAX. I must reluctantly raise a 
point of order on the amendment offered by my 
friend from New York. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iamalittle uncer- 
tain, myself, as to whether the amendment is in 
ordey; but it is of so beneficial a character that I 
presume it will be admitted. 

= CHAIRMAN. The amendment is notin 
order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I offer the 
following amendment: , 

And the Postmaster is hereby directed to reéxamine the 
causes for the discontinuance or curtailment of postal ser- 


vice on inland routes since the 4th of March, 1859; and to 
restore all such parts of said service as can be restored with 


| due rd to the public interest, and the circumstances 


of each case where such discontinuance or curtailment 
was on contracts yet in force, or have taken effect on the 
making of new contracts: Provided, however, That the res- 
toration or increase of service hereby contemplated shall 
be with the assent of the contractor in éach case, in pur- 
suance of his contract. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order 
that this changes existing law. Besides, I know 
that if the amendment were adopted by the House, 
it would probably defeat the Post Office bill. 

Mr. WASHB RNE, of Illinois, I would like 
to have the gentleman from Ohio state in what 
respect the amendment changes quae law, and 
why its adoption should defeat this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it changes exist- 
ing law; otherwise the 
would not desire to offer it 


ntleman from Illinois 


maa 
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Mr.GROW _ By the law, as it stands now 
| the Postmaster General can reéxamine this mat. 
| ter, and restore the increased service. Theamend- 
ment, therefore, does not propose to change the 
law. It simply requires the Postmaster Gene ral 
to go over the matter again; and if, in his judg- 
ment, the increased service ought to be restored, 
to restore it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
point of order is well taken. 

_Mr WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will mod- 
ify my amendment, so as to make it in order. | 
offer it as a proviso, as follows: 

Provided, This appropriation is hereby made on condi- 
tion that the Postmaster General shall reéxamine the causes 
for discontinuance, &c. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit that that change 
| does not vary the matter, and that the amendment 
is not in order 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 would like 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio what was the 
position which he took in regard to the proviso 
to the Army bill in the Thirty-Fourth Congress ? 

Mr. SHERMAN I was in favor of that pro- 
viso, and am yet; but am not in favor of this pro- 
viso. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. They occupy 
precisely the same ground. 

Mr. GROW. One thing, I think, is clear: that 
the body which appropriates money can put a 
limit on that appropriation. There is no question 
in my mind but that this is clearly in order. 
Whether the House ought to pass it or not, is for 
its own judgment. Whether the limitation isa 
proper one or not, is a matter which goes to the 
| discretion of the body that appropriates mone 
It is not a matter fora point of order. The ab. 
| ject of this amendment is, that the money appro- 
| priated shall be expendedxin a particular way: 
otherwise, it shall not be appropriated at all. 
Therefore, a condition of this kind is always in 


order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that, in 1854, 
in the instance to which the gentleman refers, the 
amendment was ruled out of order, but the de- 
cision was overruled by the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Did notthe 
gentleman from Ohio vote for overruling the de- 
cision of the Chair? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GROW. I think’ the gentleman from Ohio 
| is mistaken. I think the amendment was first 
ruled to be in order, but that afterwards, when 
Mr. Houston was in the chair, it was decided 
| by him to be out of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. The amend- 
ment was first ruled out of order by Mr. Leiter, 
when in the chair, and overruled by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that, in its present shape, the amendment cuts 
pretty close; but he will decide it to be in order 

he question is upon the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted; for it may just as well be under- 
stood now, that its passage by this House will 
bring on again the same quarrel with the Senate 
which nearly defeated the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill in the last session of Congress. I have 
no doubt that the Senate will insist upon the de- 
feat of the amendment, if it is adopted by the 
House, to the defeat of the bill itself. 1 trust, 
therefore, that, without regard to the merit of the 
amendment, at this late period of the session the 
House will not insist upon entering upon this 
contest with the Senate; which, in my judgment, 
will, as I have said, possibly defeat the bill alto- 

ther, but that the amendment will be voted 

own. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man from Ohio can certainly have no conception 
of what the amendment really is. It is not an 
amendment directing the Postmaster General to 
restore this service, but it is merely a proposition 
to direct him to reéxamine all these cases, and act 
upon his own discretion as to what routes the 
public interest requires the service to be regtored 
on. That is the whole of it. ; 

Now, sir, I do not know by what authority 
the gentleman from Oltio speaks, when he says 
that this amendment, which is just in itself, in 
which his constituents and the constituents of 
every member of this House are interested—I say 
I do not know upon what authority the gentleman 





says this amendment, if adopted, will have the 
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effect of defeating the of the bill. 
sir, there is no similarity between this amendment | 
and the one on which the quarrel between the | 
Senate and House grew up im the last session. | 
That wasa peremptory requirement upon the part | 
of Congress, that the Postmaster General should | 
reéstablish this service. And let me tell the gen- | 
tleman that two thirds of the members of the 
House at the last’session voted half a dozen times 
for that amendment. Yes, sir, the members of 
this House, representing the people, the men at 
the cross-roads who are the sufferers from the 
curtailment of the mail service—two thirdsof them 
have voted halfa dozen times for the absolute res- 
toration of this service. It is true, that amend- 
ment gave rise to a good deal of feeling. The 
Postrhaster General came into this House and en- 
deavored personally to induce members of the 
House to vote against it. Finally, as the last 
sands of the session were running out, the amend- 
ment was defeated by the act of a committee of 
conference, and the House receded, I am sorry 
to say, from the high position it had assumed in 
defense of the rights of the people. 

Sir, we are here ready to vote away millions 
upon millions of dollars for almost everything; 
but when you come to consider the question of | 
mail service upon the little routes for the benefit 
of our constituents, you say the proposition must 
not be adopted; and that the Senate will defeat the 
whole appropriation bill, if it is. 

Now, sir, Lhope this amendment will be adopted, 
[t is simply saying to the Postmaster General, 
‘*You shall examine these routes, one by one; 
and shall determine in each case what the public 
interest demands; and whether there shall bea 
reéstablishment of the mail service or not.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I speak feelingly in this matter 
in reference to my own district. i the last Con- 
gress, | had some statistics prepared showing that, 
in that district, the mail facilities were cut off to 
some twenty-eight thousand dollars; yet that dis- 
trict paid into the Treasury, beyond the expenses 
of the post offices, a surplus of $22,000; while, 
in certain other districts in another part of the 
country, not paying $4,000 into the Treasury, the 
mae FCN was not curtailed or interfered with | 
at all. 

Now, sir, I have heretofore been in favor of the | 
Congress of the United States—if this House of 
Representatives would hold the purse-strings of | 
the nation—saying to the Postmaster General, 
‘* You shall restore these routes, every one of 
them;”’ but in the condition which the Treasury 
is in at this time, I am willing to leave the matter | 
where this amendment leaves it, in the discretion 
of the Postmaster General, after examining the 
routes with reference to the wants of the people, 
to restore them or not, as he may see proper. 

But suppose the House refuse to adopt the 
amendment, and a member comes before the Post- 
master General and asks for the restoration of | 
service on a particular route: he will be told that 
the matter has already been decided upon by the 
Department; that the question has once been de- 
termined, and that, according to the rules that 
govern the Department, he cannot take up the 
case. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois, occupying as he does a high 
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'| Executive Departmentsact in the manner indicated 





| is scarcely akin to the amendment of the last ses- 


| ference of phraseology between the amendment 
| now pending and that adopted at the last session 
| of Congress. I give it as my opinion that, if this 





position in his party, whether he is prepared to 
say the new Postmaster General will feel himself 
bound by the action of his predecessor in this | 
respect ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I believe, by || 
the rules of the Department, when a matter has 
once been decided, it is not to be reopened. Itis 
not considered as within the rules for one officer 
to revise the opinions of his predecessor in regard 
to these matters of business. I say, therefore, 
that when a member of this House goes to the 
Department and applies for a restoration of ser- 
vice on a particular route, he will be told, ‘‘M 
predecessor acted upon these routes;’’ and, if this 
amendment shall be voted down, he will be told, 
also, that “the House of Representatives also 
sustained my predecessor in that action when the 
matter was brought deliberately before them; 
they decided that there was to be no restoration 
of mail service in the country.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. I made my inquiry a mo- 
ment ago for the reason that, if it is to be under- 
stood that the Postmaster General under the new 
Administration is in no case to reéxamine any 
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| would permit it. 
| be adopted, and that justice will be done the peo- 
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decision made by his predecessor, it will, in my 
judgment, materially weaken confidence in the 
new Administration. 
Mr. GROW. Yes; there is a good deal that 
requires reéxamination. 
Mr. PHELPS. I have yet to learn that the 


by the gentleman from Illinois, in adjudicating 
upon the matter of putting mail service upon the | 
post routes of the country. During my expe- 
rience, from time to time, the Post Office Depart- 
ment has refused to increase the service upon par- 
ticular routes, and afterwards the service Lae been 
increased; but never have I met with the objec- 
tion that a particular Postmaster General declined 
to increase the service upon a route because his 
predecessor had so declined, or because the Post- 
master General had previous to that time exam- 
ined and decided the case. I submit, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the Postmaster General has it nowin his 
power, if he desires, to increase the service upon 
that route, if, in his judgment, the interest of the 
publicdemandit. Butif this amendment be adopt- 
ed, it will be construed by him into an instruction 
to restore the service upon all those discontinued 
routes under the action of the Postmaster General 
in 1859, whether itis required by the public inter- 
est or not. 

This amendment was discussed during the last 
session of Congress and came near-leading to the 
defeat of the Post Office appropriation bill at that 
time; and I shall be sorry to see any such amend- 
ment placed upon this bill. 

A new Administration is soon to be organized, 
and the gentleman from Illinois is one of the friends 
and supporters of that Administration. If that 
Administration act with partiality in deciding 
upon questions like these, then it will be partial on 
behalf of its political supporters and friends. 
Therefore, sir, it seems to me that the gentleran 
from Illinois is the last gentleman who, inadvance, 
ought to express distrust of the gentleman who 
may occupy the position of Postmaster General 
in the incoming Administration. I say that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, which 
is now pending, does exhibit distrust of the abil- 
ity and the integrity of the person who is to fill 
the office of Postmaster General for the next four 

ears. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I 
think, with the gentleman from Illinois, that the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
has not read the amendment, or else he would not 
make the objection he does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have heard it read. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. This amendment 





sion of Congress, upon which the House and the 
Senate differed so much. My colleague and the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
forget that the amendment of the last session was 
an absolute order upon the Postmaster General 
to restore the routes that had been discontinued. 
Mr. PHELPS I am aware that there is a dif- 


amendment be adopted, it will be construed as 
mandatory upon the Postmaster General. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 1 can assure my 
colleague that if the head of the incoming Admin- 
istration shall select for Postmaster General a fair- 
minded and reasonable gentleman, there will be | 
no such construction as that he states put upon 
the amendment. If the President elect should | 
take, as I hope he will, my friend from Indiana, | 
{Mr. Corrax,] I will be responsible that he will 
never give the amendment any such construction. 
The contest at the last session of Congress, I re- 
member very well, was one between the Senate— 
headed by the President and Postmaster General— 
and this House, and the people who desired to 
get their letters and papers by mail. I believe 
that the amendment of the last session ought to 
have been enacted into law. I believed then, asl 
do now, that the service which has been discontin- 
ued ought to be restored. When] heard the pend- 
ing amendment read, I did not suppose that any 
a upon this floor, or any gentleman in the 

nited States, would object to having the matter | 





reviewed, and service restored wherever the pub- 
lic Miterest and the condition of the Treasur 
I hope that the amendment will 





| duty without this amendment. 


a 


ple upon the inland routes which haye been dis- 
continued. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD, Itoccurs tome, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the amendment does express an opin- 
ion of our own, instead of leaving the restoration 
of service on any route that has been discontinued 
to the discretion of the Postmaster General, upon 
an examination of all .he facts brought to his no- 
tice. I recollect that I applied to the first Post- 
master General under this Administration, to re- 
store service upon a post route in my district 
which had been discontinued. After the facts of 
the case had been presented, he declined to restore 
the service. On the death of Governor Brown, 
application was made to his successor. The case 
was reopened sand, 4 areéxamination, the ser- 
vice was restored. do not know why the De- 
partment cannot do the same thing in reference to 
every post route where service has been discon- 
tinued. I think that we should leave it to the 
discretion of the Post Office Department to decide, 
after a review of the facts in each case, whether 
service shall be restored or not. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment: 

he Clerk read, as follows: 

And provided further, That this appropriation is hereby 
made on condition that the Postmaster General examine 
and inquire for what compensation the round trip, and in 
what description of steam-vessels as to structure, speed, 
and dimensions, the United States mails to and fromm San 
Francisco, in California, and Shanghae, in China, monthly, 
can be carried and delivered, and to report to the next Cen- 
gress at its opening his opinion thereof. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I make the 
point of order that that amendment is not ger- 
mane to my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that the statement of the gentleman from Ilh- 
nois is a very extraordinary one. He alleges 
that when the Department once decides against 
restoring a service, the usage will not permit the 
matter to be reopened for reéxamination. Thatis a 
most extraordinary proposition, that in the chang- 
ing business and population of this country a 
Postmaster General cannot at any time determine, 
under the necessities of the country, for or against 
the restoration of any service without regard to 
a previous decision of the Department made ona 
different state of facts. Certainly the gentleman 
must be mistaken. 

If the gentleman from Illinois shal] accomplish 
anything by the amendment which he proposes, 
it will simply be to cast the imputation on the Post 
Office Department that he has no confidence that 
it will do its duty; or, in other words, that it has 
to be spurred up to it by the action of the two 
Houses. I am sorry that my friend from Illinois 
should here, in advance, undertake to amend an 
appropriation bill which does not take effect until 
the Ist of July next, in such a way as to indicate 
a want.of confidence in the incoming Administra- 
tion. I have heard rumors that there was dissat- 
isfaction to the new Administration in certain 
sierra ns entleman is the last one in whom 

would have anticipated finding any such feeling. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have no 
doubt that my advice, expressed through a vote 
of the House in regard to the duty of a Postmas- 
ter General, would be received, and that consid- 
eration given to it to which it is entitled. 

Mr. STANTON, I will not cast such an im- 
putation upon the incoming Administration as to 
give any vote that will indicate that this House has 
an apprehension that the Post Office Department 
will not do its whole duty without a special and 
extraordinary act of Congress, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I very much hope my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. Conrax] will be ap- 
‘pointed Postmaster General, and I will cas? no 
such imputation upon him, I have no apprehen- 
sion that anybody will be charged with the duties 
of that Department who will need any such insti- 
gation on the part of Congress. Whatever reason 
there may have been forthe adoption of the amend- 
ment at the last session, when the Administration 
had a year to run, there is none for itnow; because 
a change in the Post Office Department is unavoid- 
able. There is no reason how to apprehend that 
the Postmaster General next year will not do his 


Mr WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr Chair- 
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man, 1 will detain the committee for a moment | States, out of any money therein not otherwise appropri- 


only. 
from Ohio. He is opposed, as he was at the last 
session of Congress, in every possible shape, to 
the people getting their mails. 

The objection that the amendment is a censure 
upon the incoming Administration has no founda- 
tion. The amendment notifies the Postmaster 
General that we desire him, as an executive offi- 
cer of this Government, to reéxamine certain cases 
in his Department, and to act according to his dis- 
eretion. The idea that it is any reflection or any 
censure upon the incoming Administration is cer- 
tainly unworthy of the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Chairman, I differ with 
my friend from Lilinois in regard to one portion 
of his remarks, He is right in saying that where 
one Postmaster General has decided upon a mat- 
ter of damages, his successor in the Department 
cannot reopen it except by authority of a new 
law; but he is wrong in regard to the practice in 
cases for the extension or restriction of postal 
service in the country. At the last session of 
Congress, | coéperated with my friend from IIli- 
nois, deeming that the conductof Postmaster Gen- 
era! Holt had been unwise, although I have al- 
ways insisted that he acted with the very best 
motives. Whether he had the right, under the 
strict letter of the law of 1836, to cut down this 
service or not—and the uniform practice of the 
Department for over twenty years has author- 
ized it—his wide-spread razeeing of the postal 
service deprived many communities of long-en- 
joyed postal facilities, while it bankrupted many 
worthy and efficient contractors. 

1 say here now, so that the committee of which 
I am chairman shall not be subjected to censure, 
that wherever a contractor has laid before us evi- 
dence that by this act, unexpected as it was—and 
I say it without any offense—somewhat arbitrary 
in its character, they had been bankrupted, (for 
- have generally proposed to ener the mails 
and wait for their pay until Congress should make 
an appropriation,) we have felt it our duty to rec- 
ommend to Congress an appropriation to such 
eontractors You have passed one such bill to- 
day for the relief of Hockaday & Ligget; and I 
think, when you sum up the amounts saved to 
the Department by the curtailment of the postal 
service, and place in the opposite scale the amount 
paid to contractors who have been bankrupted by 
this restriction, and the amount you ought to pay 
them—for many of them have not come here and 
presented their claims—you will find that it was 


a losing experiment. I believe thata large portion | 


of that service could have been dispensed with, 
but the action was too sweeping. I believe that 
any Postmaster General, without instruction from 
this House, ought to revise all these decisions, 
and where the necessities of the country require 
the restoration of the service in whole or in part, 
it should be given to them; and I have no hesita- 
tion in saying so by this amendment, though I 
think it needless, But I tell the gentleman from 
lilinois, if he apprehends that under this instruc- 
tion a large portion of the service will be restored, 
he will have to put his amendment in the shape 
it was last session—containing an additional-ap- 
propriation, because this deficiency of $5,391,350, 
contained in the second section of this bill, is de- 
signed to cover only the present service. You 
may direct the Postmaster General to increase the 
service as much as you choose; yet you must, in 
the same bill, give him the means to do so. He 
cannot go to any material amount beyond the ap- 
propriations contained in the bill, as the gentle- 
men must be aware. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Barr and 
Mr. E y as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tetlers reported 
—nyes sixty-six. 

Mr.SHERMAN _I propose thatthe count by 
tellers be discontinued, with the understanding 
that we shall have a vote upon this amendment in 
the House. 

No objection being made, the count was dis- 
cumlaaet. 

Mr. COLFAX. Upon the recommendation of 
the Postmaster General, in his annual reports, | 
offer the following amendment: 

ind be it further enacted, That the amounts found due 


upon contracts for overland mails, authorized by Congress. 
shail hereafter be paid from the Treasury of the United 


I understand the argument of my friend || #4; instead of the revenue of the Post Office Department, 


upon tke certificate of the Postmaster General; and the 
| Postmaster General shall report the amount thereof at the 
opening of the next session of Congress. 


| Mr.SHERMAN. I mustraisea point of order 
upon that amendment. It changes the existing 


law. 
| Mr. COLFAX. Before that point is decided, 1 
| desire to state that the amendment merely changes, 
|| in accordance with the views of the Peatanheter 
| General, the fund from which the money shall be 


|| paid. ‘The Postmaster General has said, and ver 
} properly, as our postal service to California is 


| 


| 
| 
| 
} 
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over a large intervening desert, and we do not 
| derive much way revenue therefrom, it cannot be 
| expected that it shall be self-sustaining, and there- 
| fore the expense ought to be paid out of the Treas- 
/ury, instead of out of the revenues of the Post 
| Office Department. The amendment does no more 
| than to dondada the place where the money shall 
| be paid. In the end, it comes out of the Treas- 
,ury. The amendment accords with the desire, 
| expressed over and over again, in the Postmaster 
| General’s report, that the California service should 
| be paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 
| it being only a burden upon the Post Office De- 
| partment. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I think the amendment is 
out of order. We ought to be able to tell what 
our post office service cost. 
Mr.COLFAX. Does the Chair rule the amend- 
ment out of order? 
The CHAIRMAN He does. 
Mr. COLFAX I must take an appeal from 
that decision. 
| _Thequestion was put, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 
| Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
| and it was decided in the affirmative. 
| Mr. COLFAX. I will state to the Chair con- 
| fidentially that I think the noes had it, by the 
sound; but rather than risk breaking up the com- 
| mittee for lack of a quorum, I will not insist ona 
division. - 
| I am also instructed by the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads to offer the following 
amendment: 

And be it further enacted. That the provisions of the third 
section of the act entitled “‘An act amendatory to an act 
regulating the Post Office Department” approved March 2, 
1827, be, and the same are hereby, applied to all post routes 
which have been, or may hereatter be, established in any 
town or city by the Postmaster General, by virtue of the 
tenth section of an act entitled “An act to reduce and mod- 
| ify the rates of postage in the United States, and for other 
purposes,”’ approved February 27, 1851. 

l ask the clerk to read a letter from the Post- 
| master General, which I send up. 
| The letter was read, as follows: 
| Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, 


APPOINTMENT OrFice, January 14, 1861. 
Str: By direction of the Postmaster General, I have the 
| honor to transmit the inclosed draft of additional section 
| ta the present laws of the Department, and to request your 
| cooperation in advancing its passage by Congress. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servaut, 
HORATIO KING, 
First Assistant Postmaster General. 
| Hon. Scuvyier Coirax, Chairman Committee onthe Post 
Office and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 
| 


Mr.COLFAX. By the law of March 2, 1827, 
| itis declared that ‘no person other than the Post- 
| master General, or his authorized agent, shall set 
up any foot or horse post for the conveyance of 
letters and packets upon any post road which is 


every person who shall offend, shall incur a pen- 





alty,’’&c. By the act of March 3, 1851, the Post- 
master General is authorized to establish post 
routes within all cities and towns where the post- 
masters are appointed by the President and Sen- 
ate. In accordance with that law, the Postmaster 
General has declared the streets and alleys in 
various cities of the Union post routes. This act 
of the Postmaster General has been resisted in 
Philadelphia, but has been acquiesced in by the 
private letierexpresses in New York, Boston, and 
other cities. The only question is, whether the 
law of 1827 shall be carried out, and authorize the 
Postmaster General to establish those post routes, 
and to prevent persons carrying letters over those 
routes, unless authorized by him, so that the Gov- 
ernment can have the eee in these cities 
in their own hands, as they should have. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PERRY offered the following amendment: 


And whenever service has been actually performed by 
the contractor upon any curtailed route since the 4th day 





or may be established as such by law; and that | 


of March, 1859, notwithstanding the order of curtailment 

the Postmaster General shall pay for the same as if no such 
| order bad been made, deducting from such payment any 
| allowance the contractor may have received on account of 
| the curtailment of the service under his contract : Provided, 


i 


| however, That the Postmaster General shall be satisfied 
| from the testimony before him that the service for which 

compensation is above provided, was performed in good 
faith, and in the advancement of the public interest. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I raise a pointof order upon 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
a of order, and rules the amendment out of 
| order, 
Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Winsxow reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union had, according to order, had the bill (H. 
R. No. 971) making appropriations for the service 
| of the Post Office Department for the year ending 

the 30th June, 1862, under consideration, and had 
| directed him to report it back to the House with 
| sundry amendments, with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 
Mr. SHERMAN called the previous question 
| upon the amendments. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 
The first amendment, being the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. Wasneurne, of Illinois, in the com- 
mittee, was then read. 
| Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays 
| upon the amendment. 
s The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in the 

affirmative—yeas 104, nays 51; as follows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, Thomas L. An- 
derson, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, Brabson, 
Brayton, Briggs, Brown, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Campbell, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Coburn, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Conway, Covode, Cox, James 
Creig, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Eliot, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Flor- 
ence, Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Grow, Gurley, Haile, 
Hall, John T, Harris, Haskin, Helmick, Hindman, Hol- 
man, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, — James M. Leach, Lee, 
Logan, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, McClernand, 
McKean, Montgomery, Morrill, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, 
Noell, Palmer, Perry, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Prycr, 
Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Scott, Sedgwick, Sickles, Somes, Spaulding, Spin- 
ner, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Eliihu B. Washburne, Woodruff, and Woodson—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Alley, William C 
Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Branch, Bristow, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Horace F. Clark, Conkling, Burton Craige, 
H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Ely, Hatton, Hoard, 
William A. Howard, Hutchins, Killinger, DeWitt C.Leach, 
Leake, Longnecker, Mallory, Eibert 8. Martin, Maynara, 
McKenty, McPherson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Ed- 
| ward Joy Morris, Phelps, Pottle, Riggs, James C. Robinson, 
Rust, Sherman, William N. H Smith, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Thayer, Thomas, Tompkins, Trimble, Waltoa, 
| Webster, Wells, Winslow, Wood, and Wright—5l. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the call, 

| Mr. EDGERTON stated that Mr. Carey was 
confined to his room by sickness. : 

Mr. FOSTER stated, that inorder thathe might 
attend the peace convention, he had paired off 
with Mr. Wuirezey; that he declined to vote, be- 
cause Mr. Warreey was not within the Hall. 

Mr. HUTCHINS stated that Mr. Asuiey was 
confined to his room by indisposition, and was 
paired off with Mr. Simms. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, announced that 
Mr. Netson was detained at home by indisposi- 
tion. 

Mr. WELLS stated that Mr. Pertit had been 
compelled to leave the Hall, in consequence of in- 
disposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH stated that Mr. Winpom was 
_ detained at home by sickness in his family 
| Mr. ALLEN stated that Mr. Howarp, of 
| Ohio, was confined at home by sickness. 

The vote was then announced,as above re- 
corded. ya} 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The remaining amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union were 
agreed to. d 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed an 
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read a third time; and, being engrossed, it was 


Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to | 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I now withdraw the motion 
to postpone the special order. 

Phe House then, as the regular order of busi- 
ness, resumed the consideration of the special | 
order, being the report of the select committee of | 
thirty-three upon the present disturbed state of | 
the country, on which Mr. VanpEverR was en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, it 1s with 
no small reluctance that I obtrude myself upon 
the attention of the House at this time; but the 
important issues depending, and the large interests 
which the constituency that I represent, in com- 
mon with the whole American people, have in | 
these issues, impel me to lay aside all scruples 
and state some of the considerations which will | 
control me in the vote that I may soon be called 
upon to cast. I believe this is the first time in 
our history when we have been called upon to 
sanction the incorporation of new guarantees for 
slavery in the Constitution. I desire to say— 
and I believe 1 express the opinion of the peo- 
ple that I represent when I say, that I am for 
maintaining all the conditions in the bond as our | 
fathers nominated it But this demand for new 
guarantees is made, upon pain of a dissolution 
of the Union if it shall be refused. This we | 
have heard in the discussion upon this floor, and 
elsewhere. Now, sir, whatever might be the dic- 
tates of my own judgment in reference to this | 
matter, it seems to me that compliance under the 
circumstances would not be a free act; it would 
at all events, to some considerable extent, be re- 
garded as a concession under menaces and con- 
straint; and coercion I understand is what gentle- 
men on the other side very much deprecate. 

But, sir, in addition to this, I call attention to 
the declarations which have been recently made 
in the public journals, and which I believe have 
been repeated upon this floor, that unless these 
demands are assented to, we may reasonably ex- | 
pect that the incoming Administration will be 
crippled for want of money to carry on the Gov- 
ernment; that the men who hold the purse-strings, 
those who control capital, will withhold supplies 
from the Government in this the day of its neces- 
sity Sir, I believe 1 speak the sentiment of the 
people of the Northwest when I say, calmly and 
deliberately, that we are not to be intimidated by | 
threats or influenced by bribes. A patriotic con- | 
stituency,in the State of Lowa, will faithfully fulfill 
and observe ali their constitutional obligations; 
they will observe all the guarantees in the Con- 
stitution as it exists to-day; but neither traitors 
nor Shylocks shall exact from us more. 

Sir, the issue now presented in this demand for 
new guarantees for slavery was, but a few short 
months since, settled by a verdict of the Ameri- 
can people. In May last, a national Democratic | 
convention assembled in the city of Charleston, 
South Carolina, and, as we all know, this demand 
was made there, and rejected. We know that a 

ortion of the committee on resolutions in that 

ody reported favoring new guarantees and pro- 
tection for slavery in the Territories of the tae 
ted States. These resolutions were voted down, | 
and thereupon the advocates of new guarantees | 
and of the protection of slavery withdrew from 
that convention, and nominated a ticket of their 
own. The remaining portion of that convention, | 
being a majority of it, declined to indorse any such | 
monstrous doctrine. Afterwards, at Baltimore, / 
they nominated a separate ticket, and the two | 
factions of the party went before the country upon | 
that issue, few months later, the issue was 
settled by the People at the polls, and the claim for 
new guarantees repudiated by them, as it had 
previously been in the Charleston convention. 

The revolutionary cabal, as it has since turned 
out to be, thus foiled, received at the polls, for | 
its candidateand platform, in November, less than | 
nine hundred thousand yotes throughout the | 
length and breadth of this whole country; while | 
that faction of the Democratic party which re- 
mained in possession of the convention, and | 
which subsequently nominated as its candidate | 


| 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ] 
i 
| 
| 
| 
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for Presideut the honorable Senator from Illinois, tion, as a southern man. I voted finally for 


received something less than one million four 
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the 
nomination of Judge Douglas. The question of 


hundred thousand votes. Thus this claim for |} the protection of slavery in the Territories seems 


new guarantees and protection was rejected by 
the Democratic party at the polls, as well as in 
convention. But this is not all; for if you add 
to that the vote of the so-called Union men, the 
supporters of the Bell-Everett ticket, who went 
to the country on ‘‘ the Constitution, the Union, 
and the enforcement of the laws,”’ declining to 


| sanction the demand made by the minority per- 


tion of the Democratic party, but oe them- 
selves upon an especial hostility to the claims of 
that faction, and charging it before the southern 
people with a design to break up this Union; 
when you add their vote to the vote of the con- 
trolling section of the Democratic party, you will 
find that the men who claim new constitutional 
guarantees were in a minority, even in the South 
itself.. Their claim was not unly rejected in the 
Democratic convention and in the country at 
large, but itwas repudiated by their own section. 
And when you superadd to all this the whole vote 
cast for Abraham Lincoln, it will be found that, 
of the four million votes cast, not one fifth were 
in favor of this claim of a faction for new guar- 
antees for slavery in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Such is the verdict of the American people; yet 


|| the issue isagain presented to uson the floor of this 


House, and in the other end of the Capitol, as 
though the perpethity of the Union now depended 


| on our yielding to the current and granting the 


demand of those men who have failed to procure 
an indorsement of the people. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentle- 


| man from lowa permit me toask him a question? 


Mr. VANDEVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man whether the doctrines of the Chicago plat- 
form have not been repudiated by nearly a mil- 
lion majority of the American people? 


Mr. VANDEVER. The gentleman can him- 


self enlighten the House on that particular point, 


| if he desires to do so; but that is not within the 
| line of my argument. 


Mr. Lincoln, like many 
other Presidents, has only a plurality of all the 


(| votes cast. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I prefer that the 
ventleman himself should answer the question. 
Ihe line of his argument is, that he odght to ad- 
here to the Chicago platform, because only a mi- 
nority of the people were in favor of the eased 
to protect slavery in the Territories. 

Mr. VANDEVER I have said nothing about 
the Chicago platform. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man whether a majority of the people of the coun- 
try have not, by their votes, repudiated the Chi- 


| cago platform? 


Mr. VANDEVER. I have not said anything 


about the Chicago platform. 





| 
| 


| 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. But wish to bring | 


you to that very point. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I have been paying my 
respects tothe Democracy 
Republican side of the question. 


to be, when it retired from the Charleston con- 
vention 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. May I be allowed, 
Mr. Speaker, to interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Yes, if it will not come 
out of my time. 

TheSPEAKER. It mustcome out of the gen- 
tleman’s time, unless it is otherwise specially 
stipulated. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Then I cannot give way. 

Mr.RUST. There is no objection on this side 
to the gentleman having his time made up 





The SPEAKER. Interruptions must come out | 


of the 
Mr. 


entleman’s time. 


ANDEVER. ThenI must decline, un- 


less the gentleman thinks I have misstated the | 


fucts. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I only wish to 
correct the gentleman’s statement as to a matter 
of fact. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 
correction. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The gentleman 
has undertaken to state the question on which the 
convention that nominated the Dembcratic candi- 
date for President divided. 


I always give way for 


I will soon reach the } 
Now, as I said, | 
this revolutionary cabal, as it has since turned out | 


I was in that conven- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


i 
| 





not to be well understood by the gentleman from 
lowa. It was a mooted question in that conven- 
| tion whether the Constitution carried slavery into 


| 
| 
j 
| 


\| the Territories, or whether slavery was a local 


| institution. Those who supported Judge Doug- 
las preferred to leave that matter to the people; 

some of us holding that, under the Constitution, 
we hada right to carry slaves into the Territories, 
and some holding that it depended on local legis- 
lation. The gentleman, therefore, is in error when 
he supposes that this issue was made in that con- 
vention. There was no such issue. Asa matter 
of propriety, as a matter of safety, as a matter of 
olicy, we wanted protection by the Constitution 

he Crittenden proposition is to give that protec- 
tion, and to give quiet to the country North and 
| South on that great question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I do not think the gen- 
tleman has varied the proposition materially from 
what I stated it to be. I think the country ts well 
satisfied to-day as to what was the proposition of 
the minority at the Charleston convention. It 
was based on the resolutions introduced by the 
Senator from Mississippi, in the Senate of the 
United States. Mr. Calhoun himself made the 
same demand for specific protection and guaran- 
tees for slave property in the Territories, which 
no other property had. My friend from Missouri 
says he was in lores of leaving it to the people 
of the Territory; but the minority of the Charles- 
ton convention would leave it neither to the peo- 
ple nor to Congress; but claimed that it was guar- 
antied to them independent of the people and 
Congress of the United States. I am justified, 
therefore, in making the declaration, that the 
turning point in that convention was on the ques- 
tion of protecting slavery in the Territories, re- 
gardless of the wishes of the people of the Terri- 
tory, or the power of Congress to exclude it. 

I now come back to the point at which I was 
interrupted. The issue having been thus fairly 
made to the country; having been decided against 
slavery protectionists in their own section, in 
their own Democratic convention, being in a hope- 
less minority in the country, these men now seek 
to present this question again for our considera- 
tion. Since the election they have been busily at 
work, by their insidious wiles and misrepresent- 
ations. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask, in all cour- 
tesy, to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I cannot give way 

Mr HARRIS, of Virginia. I want to ask the 
| gentleman one question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Objection has been made 
“to the extension of my time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The gentleman 
from Iowa states thata large majority of the Dem- 
ocratic party refused 

Mr. vA DEVER. I cannot yield. I have 
submitted the facts on which I base my judgment 
The gentleman may not come to the same conclu- 
sion that I came to. This minority, I say, having 
succeeded in breaking up the Democratic conven- 

tion, and shattering into fragments the Demo- 














|| cratic party, now turn their attention to breaking 
i! 


up the Government. By their most insidious 
wilesand misrepreser‘ations, they have succeeded 
in firing the southern heart with enmity to the 
people of the North, and hostility to the Govern- 
ment. And now what dothey ask? Why, only 
that the majority shall submit to the minority. 
If that policy is to be pursued, they may, with 





|| just as much propriety ask that the joint action 
fCo 


of the two Houses of Congress, had the day before 
yesterday, shall be reconsidered, and that the 
name of Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois, shall be 
stricken from the record, and that of John C. 
Breckinridge, of Kentucky, inserted in its place, 
as the choice of the American people for Presi- 
dent of the United States for four years from the 
4th of March next. For myself, { have to say 
that if the Union is only to be preserved on such 
terms, it can’ never be preserved by my vote. I 
never will consent to have that flag which floats 
from the dome above our heads—the stars and 


‘| stripes—struck to the pitiful flag of a secession 


minority. Those with whom I stand, the patri- 
otic Union-loving men of this country, poe 


on the impregnable position of right, will stand 
there though they should be but a handful against 
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a multitude, @ill look Sumter-like defiance in the 
face of their opponents, and die, if need be, with 
the last vestige of the American Union. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must object to these inter- 
ruptions, There is but one gentleman who has 
a tinggi: Yh right to interrupt and ask ques- 
tions, and that is the gentleman from Arkansas, 
(Mr. Hinpman.]} 
| Laughter. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I have a few questions to 
propound to the gentleman. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Now, Mr. Speaker, in 


I will permit him to do it. 


Fes 


tees and protection to the peculiar institution of 


the South, I cannot, as they are made under these | 


circumstances, vote for any of them. Sir, under 


these circumstances, compromise is out of the || 


question with me. If,ata future time, a conven- 
tion should assemble upon the application of the 





Staves of this Union, as prescribed by the Con- | 
stitution, in that convention, for my part, | would | 


meet our brethren from the slaveholding States in || 


a spirit of mutual forbearance and conciliation, 


and, if possible, forever quiet this slavery con- | 


troversy. But, at this particular period of time, 
when the public mind is excited, in the last expir- 
ing agonies of thisCongress, the alternative is pre- 
sented by aminority, smarting under the sting of 
defeat, of concession or a dissolution of the Union 
and a hopeless bankruptcy of the national Treas- 
ury. Under such constraints, I will not consent 
to compromise 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man this one question, with his permission: wheth- 
er the statement he has presented has been one 
that was quite fair and candid towards us of the 
border States who, during the last summer, bore 
the burden of the conflict against the men who 
supported Breckinridge, and who did more to 
overpower him, in the States where he was the 
strongest, than any others? 
it was necessary, in the statement he has made for 


his constituents and the country, to place us in | 


the condition he has done? I appeal to his fair- 
ness and candor to say whether | 
ustice. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I say, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, that truth 1s no respecter 
of persons. I have no desire to do injustice to 
him or his political friends in the border States, 
for | am ready to say that whatever may be the 
judgment of pesieee upon the acts of those of 
us who have 


this day, the names of those who, upon this floor | 


and at home among their constituents in the 
slaveholding States, have heroically fought the 
battle of the Union and Constitution against fa- 
naticism and treason in their own section—these 
names, [ say, will be cherished in grateful re- 
membrance, whether the Union endures or not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I concur with the gentle- 
man, that truth is no respecter of persons; but 
persons ought to be respecters of truth; and it is 
for that reasdn that I put the question, whether 
the gentleman from Iowa had done justice to us 
Union men of the South in respect to the propo- 
sition submitted by the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I am endeavoring to serve 
the cause of truth when I show that for good 
reasons, under the circumstances now existing, I 
cannot concur in the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky, which provides for the protec- 
tion and guarantee of slavery in the Territories 
of the Union, or in any proposition which shall, 
in effect, set aside the verdict pronounced in the 
late election. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Still the gentleman does 
not answer my question, 

Mr. VANDEVER, Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
Crittenden proposition recognizes and protects 
slavery south of the line of 36° 30’, in all the Ter- 
ritories of the Union. The border-State propo- 
sition does the same thing; not in such definite or 
specific lan e, butit justas use ag A protects 
and maintains slavery south of thatline, by saying 
that there shall be no power in Congress, or in 
the Territorial Legislature, or in the people of a 
Territory, however much they may desire it, to 
prohibit slavery in such Territory. The propo- 
sition of the committee of thirty-three is less eb- 
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a to the propositioms made to amend the || 
eral Constitution so as to afford new guaran- | 


I ask him whether || 


1e has done us || 


een participators in the scenes of || 


r 
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| jectionable in form than either of the others; but 


regarded it as their duty to support principles 


| self, I say that there is a principle in this matter, 
_and that I will never yield one iota in guaranty- 


| take to inquire into, or discuss, the power of this | 


| shall not, on this occasion, ask whether there is | 


! . . > 
with slaves from one slave State to another; and | 
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it gres to the same extent in effect. 


ir. MAYNARD. The gentleman from Iowa || be met and overthrown. These person 


will remember that the Crittenden proposition 


{| 
| 
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whether it be secession ordinances or personal lib- 
erty laws. Nullification, in whatever form, must 


al liberty 


| laws, passed by the northern States, were never 


comes not from the supporters of Breckinridge, || designed to conflict with the Constitution of the 


| 


but from the Union men of the South. Now I | 
ask him, whether it is quite fair to impute to the 
Union men of the South the responsibility for the 
sentiments of Breckinridge and his supporters? 


Mr. VANDEVER. The gentleman and his | 
friends, some of them, in this emergency, have | 


which they have heretofore repudiated, establish- 
ing hew guarantees for the protection of slavery in | 
the Territories south of 36° 30'. Now, sir, for my- 





ing the protection of this Government for slavery | 
anywhere, That is the difference between the 
gentleman and myself. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another con- || 
| sideration in respect to the report of the commit- 


tee of thirty-three, though, by the way, there is 
another peculiarity both in the Crittenden and in | 
the border-States proposition to which | wish to 
allude. I mean that portion of the plan which 


proposes to protect the domestic slave trade. I || 


do not reco!lect the precise terms in which it is | 
expressed, I shall not, on this occasion, under- 


Government over the inter-State slave trade. I 


any power in the Congress of the United States, 


or anywhere in this Government, to abolish that || 


slave trade. But, sir, in the Crittenden proposi- 
tion is a distinct recognition of the right of transit 


what I fear is, that when it shall once be adopted, 
when that proposition shall once be incorporated | 
into the Constitution, the claim will be setup and | 
maintained that the slave trader has the right to 
carry hisslaves from Virginia, or any other border 
State, to Texas, or any one of the cotton States, 
by way of New York, or some port of the North, 
for shipment. And further, I think there is rea- 
son to fear that when that provision shall become | 
a part of the organic law of the land, it will give | 
the slave trader the right to traffic in his property 
wherever he shall see proper; that it will reéstab- | 
lish the slave pens in this city, which were abol- | 
ished as an abomination by the compromise legis- 
lation of 1850; or, perhaps, what is worse yet, 
transfer them to New York and other northern 
ports to first outrage and then debauch and de- 
moralize public sentiment, and vastly inflame the 
slavery agitation under which we now groan. | 
But, in regard to the report of the committee of | 
thirty-three, I must confess that I approach the | 
subject with a great reluctance. Certainly, no man 
upon this floor entertains a higher opinion of the | 
patriotic services of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Corwin,] chairman of the select committee, than 
Ido. None will more sincerely accord to him | 
the full meed of praise for his anxious desire to 


United States, or to nullify an act of Congress 
S ’ 


were designed, sir, to protect their own citizens 
from being kidnapped, and to guard against vio- 
lent seizures. If the States which have personal 
liberty bills upon their statute-books have in- 
fringed the Constitution of the United States, or 
| nullified any legislation of Congress under it, then 


| passed in pursuance of the Constitution. They 
| 


the courts can correct the error. I never heard of 
| an instance in which any citizen, or considerable 
| number of citizens, of the North have claimed that 
| the courts could not declare upon the constitution- 
| ality of personal liberty bills. They all agree in 
| the North that it is the right and the duty of the 
| States to obey the duly rendered judgments of the 
| courts. I understand that they have always been 
_ willing to submit their laws to the adjudication of 
the courts. 

But history furnishes a memorable instance in 
which one of the States of the Union, upon the 
application of the people of another State, refused 
to test the validity or constitutionality of their 
| own laws in theirown courts. I allude, sir, to the 
case of South Carolina, when Mr. Hoar was sent 
| there as a commissioner on the part of Massa- 

chusetts, to test the constitutionality of a law of 
| South Carolina; she refused to submit to the arbit- 
rament of the courts, and drove Mr. Hoar from 
her limits. I repeat, then, what I have said, that 
the Constitution and the laws passed in pursu- 
ance thereof must be recognized as paramount 
and supreme to State laws before we can arrive 


|| at any full settlement of our present difficulties; 


and this the committee, in a great measure, seem 
to have lost sight of. 

The committee deplore the evils which are upon 
us. The President of the United States, in a 
| recent message, deplored the secession of States 

as a great avi His argument was an able one 
against the right of secession; but he proposed no 
remedy for it—he acknowledges no remedy for it. 
And like the President—lI say it with great re- 
spect—the committee, while deploring unauthor- 
ized acts, assert no power in the Government to 
| repress such acts, but only request the States to 
| desist. All I have to say is, that any plan of com- 
promise or settlement which does not recognize 
the paramount power of the Constitution and 
| laws, will not reach the evils somuch complained 
of. Without a fundamental recognition of the 
superior authority of the Federal Constitution, 
this Union becomes a mere myth, and the Gov- 
ernment a sham. 

I regard the slavery question as secondary in 
importance to the pretended right of peaceable 
secession claimed by States now in open rebellion 
against the Government, and actively at work in- 
citing other States to like treasonable practices 
It is no time to staunch the blood from a flowing 





allay the existing excitement in the country, and || wound caused by the slavery agitation, while this 


to restore peace and harmony once more in all 


assassin of secession and rebellion stands with 





sections throughout the length and breadth of the 
land. But, sir, 1 submit that the committee have 
fallen into a grave error in the resolutions which 
they offer. These resolutions recognize the ex- 
istence of personal liberty laws upon the statute- 
books of the North, which are supposed to in- 
fringe the Constitution of the United States. 
These resolutions denounce the invasion of one 
State by the citizens of another State with a hos- 
tile intent; they deplore the practice so prevalent 
in some States of failing to protect the citizens of 
other States traveling or temporarily sojourning” 
therein. All such evils are to be deplored by goo 
citizens of whatever section. The committee, 
however, propose nothing to remedy the evil. 
The resolutions propose to neither prohibit nor 
command anything in reference to the personal 
liberty laws or other evils complained of/ The 
report only advises the States to revise their legis- 
lation in these particulars. 

In my humble judgment, Mr. Speaker, at this 
particular juncture, what we most want is a dis- 
tinct and prompt recognition of the authority of 
the Constitution, and the laws enacted in pursu- 
ance thereof, as supreme and paramount to any 
State legislation. If that be readily and fully ac- 
knowl 
the unauthorized and 


» she remedy will soon be found for 
legal action of States— 


drawn dagger and uplifted arm to inflict a yet 
more fatal blow at the very Government itself. 
Make concessions now, in order to preserve this 
Government! Four years hence, when we come 
to inaugurate another President, new concessions 
may be demanded. Thus, a black mail or ran- 
som may be regularly levied by one section on 
another at each recurring presidential election, if 
not oftener, as the price of the Union. It is all 
folly, then, to think of compromises and conces- 
sions at this time. Nothing less than the life of 
the Union is demanded; and every instinct of 
self-preservation requires that the terms should 
be rejected, and the Government sustained. 

I say that the question, of all other questions, 
which has now to be settled, is the right of seces- 
sion. I appeal to gentlemen who favor a southern 
confederacy, whether any Goverament erected 
upon such a foundation could endure. It requires 
no prophet’s ken to foretell the speedy downfall 
of a confederacy formed upon the specific recog- 
nition of the right of secession. It would pass 
away with the breath of any State, however small, 
that might for any cause, however trivial, declare 
that it severed its connection. Such a confederacy 


would be hourly and daily in imminent danger of 


being broken into a thousand fragments. In such 
a confederacy, selfishness will be the overruling 
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motive of all the States. If Louisiana, or Florida, 
or any other State, finds it to be her interest to 
remain, then she will do so; and if not, she will 
secede. Any factious community, under the ad- 
mitted right of secession, might withhold from all 
the other States the enjoyment of thé advantages 
of a union, because she was unwilling to accept 
them herself. It seems to me that, superadded 
to all the pelicans, crocodiles, snakes, and other 
descriptions of reptiles adopted as the insignia of 


be a portrayal of the dog in the manger of the old 
fable. 

I know that it is objected by our friends on the 
other side of the House that, in the position we 
assume, we do not recognize ‘the sovereignty of 
the States. Now, sir, 1 desire to make a distinct 
declaration that there is no State in this Union 
that ever did, in the whole period of her past his- 
tory, possess one single particle of distinct sov- 
ereignty or distinct nationality. There is no sep- 
arate sovereignty. All the sovereignty that any 
State of this Union, excepting, it may be, the State 
of Texas, ever had, it derived from and through 
the Union. We know very well that even after 
the annexation of the State of Texas, her sover- 


eignty had to be vindicated in a long and bloody | 


war between the United States and Mexico. 


Let us, fora moment, appeal to history. What | 


were the thirteen States originally? 
more than colonial dependencies of 
Every one must admit that. 
of the mother country became intolerable, and the 
people of these thirteen colonies formed a Union. 
Unitedly they resisted the aggressions of the 
mother country; unitedly they declared their in- 
dependence, ‘* that of right they were free and 
independent;”’ and united, they waged a long and 
fierce war against Great Britain, which was finall 
closed by arecognition of that independence whibh 
has ever since been the pride and boast of the 
American people. 
Mr. HINDMAN. 


forget. ‘The treaty between Great Britain and the 
colonies merely recognized the independence of 
each one of the thirteen colonies by name. It did 
not recognize our independence as a nation or a 
league. 


Mr. VANDERVER. These United States did | 


not separately negotiate with the mother country. 
Unitedly they declared their independence, and 
unitedly they negotiated the terms of the treaty. 
The same authority that commissioned George 
Washington to lead the armies of the United Col- 
onies, authorized the commissioners to treat with 
the mother country for the independence of the 
United States of America; and when in the treaty 
of peace the colonies were enumerated, it was for 
the purpose of recognizing and acknowledging 
their united independence, and not their separate 
national existences. ‘The allegiance the colonies 
owed to Great Britain, was thus transferred to the 
United States of America. 

Now, sir, what was the next step? After the 
acknowledgment of our independence, for the pur- 
pose of forming a more perfect Union, the Con- 
stitution of the United States was ordained. By 
whom? It was ordained in the name of the peo- 
ple of the United States. The very men who had 
put their hands to the Declaration of our Inde- 
pendence a few years before, pledging their lives 
and their sacred honor to maintain it; the men 


moderation and firmness in council, had achieved 
our liberties and our right to bea separate and in- 
dependent nation, then gathered themselves in 
council again, and framéd a Constitution which 
was ordained in the name of the people of the Uni- 
ted States. I say, then, that every particle of sov- 
ereignty which any one of those thirteen original 
States has to-day was derived through the Union, 
and from no other source whatever. The alle- 
giance which they once owed to the mother coun- 
try was transferred to the United States; and 
they owe their allegiance to-day to the United 
States. 

Now, I submit, if we shall consent to this dis- 
memberment, and acknowledge their independ- 
ence ofthis United States Government, how know 
we but that England may claim to have some 
interest in these absconding States? Why, sir, 
one of the conditions of the treaty which acknowl- 
edged our independence was that the nevigation 


Will the gentleman permit | 
me to call his attention to a fact that he seems to | 


Nothing | 
reat Britain. | 
But the oppressions | 





i} 
| 


| Mississippi river? 
| sovereignty reattaches, because their cession was 








of the Mississippi river should forever remain 
free. How know we, if the independence of the | 


| States which have gone out shall be acknowl- 


| you that England is going to consent to any se- 
such a dissolving-view contederacy, there should | rious interruption of her trade and commerce with 


|| the people living upon the headwaters of that 


| that believes in the ancient policy of restricting 
slavery in territories. 


| the common 
|| cient policy. Our opponents ask us to consent to 


| condemned b 


| people of Virginia. 
| of that day sanctioned that policy. 
| they saw no good reason for not consenting to the 
| ratification of the Constitution mere] 


| guarantee and protection be made a condition for 
| the continuance of the Union now? The ordi- | 





| for enterprise upon which their offspring, reared 


who, by their heroic deeds in battle, and their | 





edged; but that France or Spain may have some- || 
thing to say in reference to that matter, because || 
they, too, have an interest in the navigation of the. || 
They may claim that their || 


made to the United States of America. Think 


great stream? Will she consent that a colony of 
freebooters, to call them by no more opprobrious 
term, shall exercise control over the mouth of 
that river, even should the United States relin- 
quish its jurisdiction? I commend these con- 
siderations to the attention of all whom it may 
concern. 

Now, what is the pretext for this crusade against 
the Union, which, I must be permitted to say, is 
one of the most treasonable and wicked under- 
takings ever projected against. this or any other 
Government, and which I honestly believe de- 
serves, and will receive, the just judgment of Hea- 
ven upon the heads of its guilty authors? What 
is the pretext? That a party has succeeded in 
electing a President of the United States—a party 


There is no claim of a 
right to interfere with or attack slavery in the 
States. Such design is expressly disclaimed and | 

all parties. But in reference to 
omain, we are in favor of the an- | 


incorporate into the Constitution new guarantees | 
which shall reverse the past action of the Gov- | 
ernment, and if we do not, they threaten to break 
up the Government. 

Let me call the attention of gentlemen to. the 
condition of the Territories when we formed this | 


Constitution. From the Northwestern Territory, || 


out of which has been carved so many States, 
slavery was excluded by the act of the Govern- 
ment. Thatrestrictive policy was adopted before 
the Constitution. Who consented to it? The 
The statesmen of Virginia 
Ifat that day | 


because 
slavery wes not protected or guarantied in the 
Territories of the United States, why should such 


nance of 1787 excluded slavery from the North- 
west. The new Constitution did not remove the 
restriction, and nobody then thought that it 
should. A Constitution guarantying the right 
to extend slavery into Territories would then 
have been rejected by men of all parties. I see 
no good reason for changing that policy. 
Virginia ceded the Northwest Territory to the 
United States, and she had a special reason for 
agreeing to the exclusion of slavery therefrom. 
We had just emerged from that revolutionary 
struggle in which she had made great sacrifices. | 
She had become impoverished by the sacrifices 
made to achieve our liberties. Many old Virginia 
families, with a numerous progeny growing up 
around them, impoverished by the burdens of the | 
Revolution, looked to the Northwest as a field 





in refinement, might retrieve their broken for- 
tunes. At home, * labor was despised because 
performed by slaves,’’ as Mr. Mason expressed | 
it; and with the yearning tenderness of a mother, 
Virginia determined to redeem that territory from | 
the blight of slave labor, regarding it as the heri- 
tage of her own children. 
tis such a policy and such an example which 
the Republican party of to-day propose to emu- 





late and follow. i 


Mr. Hammonp said truthfully in an address to 


his constituents, made at Beech Island, in 1858, | 
that—- 


* All the measures of which the South complains she 
herself inaugurated. In the matter of slavery, Washington 
and Jefferson set the evil. example—the North have bor- 
rowed it from them.” 








Now, passing from that period of our history, 
and coming down to 1820, there is another signal 
instance in which the power of Congress to ex- 
clude this institution feo the Territories was 
asserted, and the people of the South themselves 








| 





acquiesced in the exercise of that power, because 
that was the act of the South. 

Passing from that time and over other acts in- 
tervening, we come down to 1845, when we ac- 
quired Texas. One of the very conditions upon 
which she was annexed to this Union and became 
one of the States, is found in these identical words: 

** And in such State or States as shall be formed out of 


said territory north of said Missouri compromise line, sla- 
very, or involuntary servitude, (except for crime,) shall be 
prohibited.” 

That was a southern measure, indorsed by Cal- 
houn in 1845, and the great measure of the Dem- 
ocratic party. ‘Texas came into the Union upon 
an express recognition of a power in the Con- 
gress of the Umited States to exclude this institu- 
tion, not only from the Territories, but from her 
own limits;and not a voice was raised against it. 
It was a southern measure; and the resolution was 
framed by a southern man. 

Passing from that period, we come down to 
1850, when we were again called upon to compro- 
mise this question; aoe this condition upon which 
Texas was admitted was again expressly reaf- 
firmed. Congress then passed a series of com- 
promise measures, one of which gave $16,000,000 
to Texas, to reconcile her to a change of bound- 
aries. It was expressly incorporated into that 
act, that it should not interfere with the conditions 
upon which Texas was originally annexed to the 
United States. This $10,000,000 was in the na- 
ture of a ransom for the recognition of ae great 
privilege of the Government to exclude this insti- 
tution from the Territories of the United States, 
and was part of the compromise measures of 
1850. 

Then we come down to 1852, when the two 
great parties of the country, in their national con- 
ventions, mutually pledged themselves to abide 


/ and stand by those compromises as a finality. 


Who, let me ask, has receded from these com- 

romises and agreements thus solemnly made ? 
You, senlleniea, I answer, on that side of the 
Hall—the South herself. A gentleman fror North 
Carolina, [Mr. Winstow,] the other day, while 
commenting upon the alleged wrongs of the South, 
spoke of the action of the North, and character- 
ized it by the term “‘ punic faith.”’ I respectfully 
submhit that like examples of punic faith can be 
found upon the part of no people of any section 
of this eountry, or of any country, as are found 


| in the memorable cases to which | have alluded. 


Sir, if this Union is to be broken up, and this 
war is to be waged, I can only say, in the eloquent 


| words of Henry Clay, whose ashes sleep in the 
| district of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr 


Simos,] who addressed the House the other day, 
that **it will be a war in which you will have no 
sympathy, for all mankind will be against you.”’ 
But, sir, some gentlemen say that the cause of 
our present troubles is not so much the attempt 
to exclude slavery from the Territories of the 
United States, and the failure to execute the fugi- 
tive slave law, as it is this everlasting discussion 
of the slavery question among the people of the 
North; and | call attention to that remarkable 
declaration to be found in the President’s last an- 
nual message—a declaration unparalleled by any 
expression, in any American State paper, that I 
have ever seen—that the agitation of the slavery 
question has at length, as he says ** produced its 
malign influence on the mind of the slave, inspir- 
ing in his bosom the hope of freedom.’’ He mites 
that charge upon the Republican party. Now, 
sir, that charge is as old as the Government itself. 
It was made against the very system inaugurated 
by the founders of our Government: that they had 
avowed heresies in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence calcalated to inspire in the hearts of the 
oppressed of every nation this hope of freedom; 
such is the complaint of every despot on the face 
of the earth this day. I reply, in the language ot 
McDowell, of Virginia: ‘* This hope of freedom 
is a lamp lit up in the soul of the slave by the 
hand of the Deity; it is allied to his Hope of im- 
mortality, and can never be extinguished.’’ Itis 
a species of atheism to attempt to extinguish it. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a word or two to 
say in conclusion, for I perceive that my hour has 
nearly expired. In my humble judgment, all the 
wrongs of which the South complains to-day can 
be redressed in the Union. Let them recogn:ze 
the power and authority of this General Govern- 
ment. Let them resort to the constitutional guar- 
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antees that they have. They have appealed to 
the Supreme Court to recognize their right to take 
their slaves into the Territories; and, as they con- 
strue the decision of that court, it has already 
decreed that they have all they ask for under the 
form of the present Constitution. The court has 
decided in their favor; and yet they seem inclined 
to distrust that decision, and ask us to give epe- 
cific guarantees in the Constitution itself for the 
fuwre fidelity of the court. To such terms I 
cannot consent. If we can risk the court with- 
out guarantees, you, gentlemen, certainly ought 
to be willing, after the intimations it has given in | 
your favor. 


Mr. HINDMAN. I would ask the gentleman || 
if the Dred Scott decision and the Chicago platform || 


do not conflict with each other io his judgment? 
Mr. VANDEVER. The Chicago platform, so 
far as | know, was never designed to conform to 
the dogmas expressed by Judge Taney as the 
opinion of the court in the Dred Scott case 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DE JARNETTE obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia yield to me a moment, to make a personal 
eX planation ? 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. I will, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, during the dis- 
cussion yesterday afternoon, | sought the floor at 
one time to make a little more specific what I had 
said in relation to the course of the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Brancn] on the committee 
of five. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. The gentleman from 
North Carolina is not now present; and I suggest 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts the pro- 
priety of waiting till he returns to the Hall. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not propose to say any- 
thing that will render it necessary for the gentle- | 
man from North Carolina to be here. 
desire to do exact justice to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, which I failed to do in the course 
of the debate yesterday, because | could not get | 
the floor 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. I hope the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will be as brief as possible. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill. In the course of the 
debate yesterday, I used these words, which I 
afterwards sought to make a litde more clear, but 
failed to do so: 








“The gentieman from North Carolina rises in his seat, 
and, W:thout the slightest intimation to any of his colleagues 
upon the committee, so far as | know, commences reading 
a minority teport, after having induced the other members 
of the committee, in their desire to have an unanimous re- 
port, to yield as far as they could, impressions which the 
evidence made upon their minds.”’ 


I sought to say, afterwards, that the induce- 
ment was brought about simply in this way: The 
gentleman from North Carolina well understands 
that other members of the committee held views 
somewhat different from those of the report, while 
the other members of the committee also knew 
that he entertained views somewhat different from 
the report, and each was influenced by the others 
to yield somewhat their own private views, and 
thus come to what each supposed was to bea 
unanimous report. That is ali I desired to say; 
and I am obliged to the gentleman from Virginia 
for his courtesy in allowing me to say it. 

' 





Mr. DE JARNETTE resumed the floor. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. If the gentleman from 
Virginia will give way for that purpose, 1 will | 
move an adjournment, 

Mr. DE JARNEYTE. I am much obliged to 
the gentleman from Illinois, but I prefer to go on 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia wili proceed, 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. There are times, Mr. 
Speaker, when I am contemplating the history of | 
my country—its rise, progress, and rapid devel- 
opment—when the picture becomes so pleasing, 
and I am so filled with hope and delight, that I 
am lifted above the raging elements which have 
now so nearly destroyed it; and, from such a 
stand-point, view the grandest system of govern- 
ment ever yet devised by human agency for the 
happiness of man. 

have gone back to the earliest period of our 
history, when a few bold hearts first penetrated 
the dark forests, to find the home of the savage, 


STATE OF THE UNION——AGAIN. | 





THE CONGRESSIONAL 


I merely || 


| 


/erty which they had seen emitted by the concus- 
| sion of the dynasties of the Old 


heaven to the shores of America. 


protected by the arm which they never felt but to 
| praise, they reared an altar of liberty, around 

which soon stood the oppressed of every land, 

who soon so replenished its fires that its flames 
licked the alent 
| cast a shadow under the thrones of tyranny and 
oppression throughout the earth. 

fn viewing it from this stand-point, I have seen 
ino North, no South; I have ae upon the 
| whole, and been proud that all of itwas my coun- 
try. I have forgotten, and expelled from my 
| mind, all grievances of which the South now so 
justly complains, and viewed my country as it 
should be, and not as itis. Mr. Speaker, | am 
proud of what it has already accomplished; but 


| 


| with the eye of faith I penetrate the distant fu- || 
| ture, and behold one hundred million freemen, || 


whose sublime destiny it is to break the chains of 
tyranny, to feed the hungry, and clothe the naked 
over the earth. 


8, the bright effulgence of which | 


GLOBE. 
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It' was here, sir, guided by the Unseen, and || 
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/ and share with him his freedom, sooner than sub- ‘| is thus effectually keeping the huge paw of the 
mitto the tyranny and oppression of the Old || Russian bear from the rah 
World. They were guidedby the sparks of lib- || 


feast in the East. 
Thus, for nearly two hundred years, has Eng- 
| land enjoyed uninterruptedly the trade of the eight 


orld; which, | hundred millions of Asia. 
/as they arose, were carried by the winds of || 


Since the purchase of Louisiana by the United 
| States, England has been uneasy. Napoleon I, 
| when he sold that country westof the Mississippi 


| to us, gave, as a reason, that he could not hold it; 


| Sir, we have reached that point in our national | 


out the earth. 
us. To us belong the jealousy, hate, and envy 
| of the dynasties o{ the earth. This they will not 
| admit, even to themselves or to each other; but 


| the foot of oppression is raised; the reins of Gov- 


| ernment are loosed; and the oppressed through- || 


| out the earth begin to recover their long-lost lib- 
| eres, 
| plished; this is what we have accomplished, with- 
| out regard to any other object than our own 
| development. 
| Still, the eyes of the world are upon us; our 
| world. 

When we stepped from the banks of the Mis- 


| heavily on its axis because its balance was dis- || commerce started in the East. 
turbed. All Europe felt the shock; and now feel || gressed and are progressing westward. 
and know that another center must be found, || they shall have reached the uttermost verge of the 
Nor || Pacific shore, they must retrograde; and the sub- 


around which they in turn must revolve. 
was its influence confined to Europe; it penetrated 


caused their gates to creak under the accumalated 
rust of centuries. 

Indeed, far beyond, in the remote kingdom of 
Japan, a hundred million more were aroused to 


the earth. 


doomed to perish) would make this country the 
center of the trade of the earth, by giving us the 


y Europe for more than six hundred years; a 


turn, made every nation which enjoyed it at the 
time the greatest Power of the earth. 

It was to accommodate that trade that Colum- 
bus started on his voyage ofdiscovery; he wished 
| to find a nearer way te India, and in the line of 
| that more direct way, he stumbled on this conti- 
nent. It was to that trade Spain owed her ee 
| ness, her wealth, and her yast dominion. 
| Spain it fell to Denmark, which kingdom held it 
| for more than a hundred years, and by-it grew to 
| the position of the then most formidable Power 
| of the earth. England was attracted by the glit- 
| tering prize; and by diplomacy and by threats 
| wrenched it from the grasp of that kingdom. Prof- 
| iting by the errors of Spain and Denmark, Eng- 
land, by the most gigantic fillibustering move- 
| ment which curses the pages of history, subju- 
gated one hundred million of the people of India, 





and, with their own money, has hired armies to | 


keep them in the dust. Since then, she, in order 
to guard it effectually, until recently never suf- 
fered any nation of Europe to hold a navy com- 
parable to her own. Standing over France, as 
soon as that nation could equip a navy at all cal- 
culated to cope with her, she has invariably 
crushed it. She has stood with one hand on the 


Danish Belt and the other on the Dardanelles, and 


| progress when every step we take is felt through- | 
The eyes of the world are upon | 


This is what our free institutions have accom- | 


movements are watched and felt throughout the | 


| sissippi to the Pacific ocean, the earth moved | 


Asia to the Celestial Empire; aroused the slum- || ancient seats will be ours 
bering millions in their strong-walled cities, and | America hasNeft the rock-bound coast of New 


shake off the dust of centuries, and again to walk | 

It was that step which (if this Union were not | 
control of the trade of the eight hundred million | 
yecople of Asia; a trade which has been enjoyed | 


trade which has been so fruitful, that it has, in | 


rom | 


that England, to guard her trade in the East, 
would, with her immense navy, take it; that he 
wished the young giant of America to possess jt, 
because he knew that we, at no distant day, would 
break England’s power by possessing that trade. 
I will not stop here to show all the impediments 

| which England has thrown across ‘our path to 
prevent our march to the Pacific. She began with 
| a proposition for the joint occupancy of our Pa- 
cific shore. That was agreed to; but it soon re- 


| 
|| sulted in herclaim to the only harbor on that coast 
| 


| owned by the United States. The right of search 
which she asserted, and which resulted in the war 
| of 1812, was instituted with the view of breaking 
the prestige of our power, and giving her the oc- 
cupation of Astoria, the only harbor on the Pacific. 


|| The war commenced by the seizure of that port 


| by England, and it was the last point yielded 
| when the woes of peace was made at Ghent. 
| Failing in this, she now holds all the South 
| American States under bonds which they dare not 
| disregard, to prevent an American vessel, in time 
of war, from entering their ports, even for shelter. 
When the transit of the Isthmus is found practica- 
ble, she appears at that point and undertakes to 
|| control that. When, in 1850, we proposed to con- 
| Struct a railroad to the Pacific, she immediately 
| begins the construction of a road from Newfound- 
|| land to Puget Sound, and has, through the polar 
| cold, constructed fifteen hundred miles of that road. 
And still more recently, impelled by the spur of 
| our rapid advancement, she has purchased an 
| island in the Pacific in our track to India, upon 
| which she is this day building a Gibraltar almost 
in sight of our shore. 
| All this, sir, willavail not; she isstriving against 
| what the finger of destiny has written for our ac- 
complishment. Sir, civilization, knowledge, and 
They have pro- 
When 


lime destiny of returning these blessings to their 
Sir, the genius of 


| England and taken its position on the shore of the 
the Paeific; and there it will work out our mighty 
destiny by placing in our control the trade of the 
| world, 

Mr. Speaker, can there be a heart so dead as 
not to beat with exultant pride when contemplat- 
ing such a destiny for his own native land? Sir, 
| since I have been thus hopeful of the destiny of 
| my country, I have known that the accomplish- 
,| ment of that destiny could be hastened or delayed 
| by mutual good offices, good feeling, and fraternal 
regard between the North and South, or the re- 
| verse. 
|| I have, sir, watched with much anxiety the 
|| storm-cloud which I have seen gathering and 
| advancing from the North for ten years past. I 
have noted its every movement, and, hence not 
unexpectedly, seen its darkness increase, and 
heard its loud thunders rattle. I have known that 
this dark and threatening tornado would spread 
its fury and hurl its thunder bolts on the devoted 
| heads of my peopl® Conscious of rectitude, they 
|| have not sought, nor will they seek, to avoid its 
| fury; because they know they are clothed in the 
| armor of Virginia’s sovereignty, which cannot be 
|| penetrated. tme warn you, therefore, not to 
| misinterpret her present position. It is but the 
| hush before the storm. She, in her wisdom, has 
'| called her people together, because their liberties 
| and her sovereignty are assailed. Respect the 
|| one, and recognize the other, and all may yet be 
| 








well. But if not, every sword in Virginia will 
leap from its scabbard, and flash defiance to & 
‘| worldinarms, Thereare no submissionists there. 
| The North has now become maddened by = 
|| perity. The empire of commerce we have cheer- 
1 fully conceded to them. We of the South have 
| exulted in their success, thoagh it has been the 
'| result, in a great degree, of a tax on our labor. 
| Still we would be content if we were allowed to 
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live in security and repose. We have cheerfully 
divided the products of each day’s labor at the 
South with you of the North; we have never at- | 
tempted to disturb your social and domestic insti- | 
tutions, or taught others so to do; we have been | 
faithful to every engagement, and performed | 
every obligation imposed on us by the Constitu- 
tion. 

Sir, no man now lives, or has ever lived, who 
has said, or can say, that we of the South, though 
heretofore controlling the Government, have ever 
withheld a right from or inflicted a wrong on | 
the North. Can you of the North say that you 
have fulfilled all the obligations imposed upon 
you by the Constitution ? Have youat the North, 
while enjoying a tax which we impose on our | 
labor for your benefit, ever manifested the slight- | 
est interest in our welfare? Have you ever been | 
as considerate of our welfare as you have been 
of that of your foreign neighbors in Canada? 
Along your border, with them, you have lived in 
peace and friendship. 
us, there has not been a moment of repose for 
twenty years. You have throughout the North | 
societies organized with no other object than to 
employ men toexcite your own people to war on | 
your brethren of the South. Itcannot be slavery | 
that you war on; because slavery exists in its | 
worst form insight of your own shore—in Cuba. | 

I have never heard of your sending an emissary | 
to Cuba, though you have more frequent inter- | 
course with Havana than you have with any of | 
our ports. Who ever heard that you have ever | 
made an effort to rob a master on that island of | 
his slave? Who ever heard one word said by | 
your most malignant Abolitionist against slavery | 
as it exists anywhere else, except with your | 
brethren of the South? From their hands you | 
have received nothing but kindness. In return | 
you send emissaries, educated among you, to rob, 
poison, burn, and, with the assassin’s dagger, to | 
murder our people. 

For twenty 
we loved the Union because we have been taught | 
to love it. It was the work of our fathers; and 
if it could be preserved in the spirit in which they 
made it, it would live fresh in eternal youth, and 
exempt from mutability and decay. But, sir, it 
exists no longer. Its spirit has fled; and when 
in the spirit land, from the tomb it shall arise to 
testify against the authors of its untimely fate. 
The South, with conscious innocence, will await 
the sentence because it will be just; and the North 
will be pronounced guilty of the deep damnation 
of this taking off. 

I have known, Mr. Speaker, for ten years that | 
dissolution mustcome. I have seen the irrepress- 
ible conflict between labor and capital atthe North, 
and known that it could but result in favor of the 
former, inasmuch as that labor possessed the rev- 
olutionary power there, to wit: the elective fran- 
chise. herever, sir, there is free competition | 
between labor and capital, and that labor is armed | 
with the unrestricted right to vote, the labor being | 
always in the majority, must sooner or later so 
control the law-making ower as to hold the cap- 
ital subject to its will. That labor has for many 

ears past controlled the law-making power of 
‘ew England. It has now gained control of the 
law-making power in many States west of the 
Hudson; ae the last presidential contest, it 
aspired to, and obtained, the contro] of the law- | 
making power of this Government. Wherever 
there is free competition of labor and capital, and 
that labor vindicates its power to control the Gov- 
ernment, liberty cannotlongsurvive. Butthe worst 
form of despotism will exist as long as there is 
capital left upon which it can feed. When this 
fails the only result which can follow is, for such 
a people, to return to barbarispi. 
hus, society at the Northis now pregnant with 
the seeds of its own destruction. Its only salva- 
tion is a stronger Government, and a restriction 
of the elective franchise. This is not speculative 
theory, but fact; it is not wild imaginings, but 
history. The standing armies of the Old World 
are maintained to keep labor from warring on 
capital; not by controlling the law-making power, 
for that labor has not the elective franchise, and 
hence cannotaspire to the forms of justice to legal- 
ize its robberies; but those armies are maintained 
to protect that capital from mob violence. What 
protestors has your capital from the legalized rob- 
ry to which itis even now sometimes subjected? 








Along your border, with || 


ears we have submitted to this; |} 





Does not this free labor now set at aoe 
State decrees, if they are annoying to it? as it 





not scaled the ramparts of the Federal Govern- | 
ment, destroyed the Constitution, enthroned the | 


higher law in its stead, and justified such action 
by alleging that their own State laws, which they 


| had made to screen themselves, required them to 
despise the authority of the General Government? | 








It is the free suffrage and free Jabor of the North 
which now controls the press, the bar, the schools, 
and the pulpit. It is the free labor of the North 
which has invaded the sanctity of God’s altar, 
and compelled its ministers to acknowledge its 
divinity by dethroning Jehovah and worshiping 
Beelzebub, It is the free labor at the North which 
hasinvaded the highest judicial tribunal of justice, 
destroying its prerogatives, and teaching men to 
despise its decrees. 


Sir, it has so shattered the | 


framework of society, that society itself exists | 


only in an inverted order at the North. Capital 
at the North for a long time waged an unequal 
contest with labor. 
ernment, and found that impotent for aid. For 
momentary security, it seemed to sympathize in 
the objects of the fanatics, and to port to the 
institutions of the South as fit objects for attack. 
Fatal delusion! i 
Trojan horse into their counting-houses, but drove 


It looked then to the Gov- | 


away their best customers, by their efforts to en- | 


| slave them. 


At the South, our new republic will have no 
such element of discord. 
labor which, from its nature, so lowers the man 
as to make him unfit for society and self-govern- 


Capital there owns all | 


ment. Thus capital and labor in our new repub- | 


lic will work in beautiful harmony; and it is thus 


that African slavery furnishes the only basis upon | 
| 


which republican liberty can be preserved. 


You may ask me if we Have not free labor at | 


the South. I answer, yes, in its natural form; 


not warring on capital, but sustained by it. We | 


are proud of that labor. Itis enlightened. It con- 
stitutes the main pillar in our structure. It is the 
sword of our defense, because it is elevated and 
dignified by the conservative influence of African 
slavery. It will thus, in our new republic, be the 
only place on the globe where free suffrage and 
free labor constitute conservative elements in the 
structure of republican liberty. It will be there 
alone where free labor will not be in antagonism 
to capital; because capital owns the only labor 
which can be oppressed by it, and because labor, 
being the capital, will be, as such, carefully pre- 
served. 

Thus African slavery constitutes the keystone 
of the arch which supports the only structure 
which free labor, together with free suffrage, will 
notand cannotdestroy. Itmust not be supposed 


by the people of the North, that the free labor of | 


the South can ever desire to disturb the relation 
of master and slave; on the contrary they will 
and must, from necessity, defend it, as itisalone 
on the profit of slave labor that free labor finds 
employment and lives in peace and plenty. Itis 
thus that African slavery elevates and dignifies the 
free labor of the South, by freeing it of all menial 
service. Thus relieved, that labor constitutes a 
valuable social and political element in our Re- 
— by working with mutual dependence in 
eautiful harmony with capital, consolidating in 
one compact mass and brotherhood all the white 
men of the South. Sir, this system of ours, thus 
purged from all opposing elements, cannot be over- 
thrown; it will go on to prosper with accumulat- 
ing vigor; for by it the labor of the white man is 
freed from the oppression of capital. 
It is vain, then, for the free labor of the North, 
by the exercise of its revolutionary power, to at- 


tempt further the corruption of the free labor of | 


the South. That labor, Mr. Speaker, has higher 
aspirations and holier purposes to accomplish; 
its mission, sir, is to build up, not to destroy an 
empire: to observe all the restraints of law and 
the Constitution, and pot to despise the restraints 
of law and trample in the dust the Constitution; 
to protect society by carefully guarding the pul- 
pit, not to destroy society by corrupting it. The 
free labor of the North now seeks the destruction 
of this beautiful system of Government. It 
knows the secret of our strength, and has judged 
rightly where the power of this Samson is. They 
have planted their batteries against the institution 
of slavery. They know it to be the Redan of our 


system; they know its conservative power, and || 
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as long as itexists they know the free labor of the 
South cannot be corrupted. For this reason has 
slavery been assailed; and now that you have got 
itin the ** course of ultimate extinction,’* you are 
resolved to use your power, and we are determined 
to resist your authority, 

What cause do you allege for thus warring on 
us? Have we of the South ever withheld a right 
given you by the Constitution, or inflicted a 
wrong? Have we not contributed to your suc- 
cess and rejoiced in your prosperity? Did not 
Virginia, (may God bless foee in this hour,) in 
order to destroy jealousy between the North and 
South, and give peace to the country, give to the 
North the empire of the Northwest? And now, 
in this hour of her peril, she turns her eyes to 
that powerful i the fruit of her womb; hu- 
manity would apply the full breast of that youthful 
exuberance to be mouth of its afflicted parent; 
but tyranny would, Nero like, march to the 
throne over the prostrate form of its own mother. 
You, too, Nero like, when your proud Capitol 
is being consumed by the torch which your own 
hands have applied, are reveling amid the ruins 
which you made. In the name of an outraged 


| and oppressed people—in the name of freemen 
They not only introduced the || 


who know their rights and will defend them, and 
in the name of a just God, I charge you to let 
You are now 
about to assume the reins of Government over 





what you have left of the American Union. You, 
as you know, have acquired that power, pledged 
to the accomplishment of a single object: the alti- 
mate extinction of our cherished domestic insti- 
tution—African slavery. 

Before we surrender the authority by which 
you are to govern us, we only ask that you wil 
give us guarantees by which you cannot deprive 
us of that protection which the Constitution of 
the United States, as interpreted, not by us, but 
by the Supreme Court, guaranties to us. This 
you refuse todo. You obtain power by pledges 
to war on the institutions of the South. We ask 
you to throw away the weapons which you have 
drawn for our destruction before we yield to your 
authority. This you contemptuously refuse to do; 
and then, sir, in the memory of Virginia’s his- 
tory, you appeal to her to preserve the Union ! 

Then, sirs, beware; Virginians will defend their 
| liberties, and preserve unrestricted the sovereignty 
of their State. They and the gallant men of the 
South will not survive their liberties. They were 
| born freemen, and will never die slaves. 

While all propositions for an honorable adjust- 
ment have come from the injured, outraged, and 
insulted section, we of that section have felt that 
they should come from the assailing party. We 
have felt this to be wounding to our pride, and, 
in some degree, tarnishing to our honor. How- 
ever, it was a sacrifice upon the altar of our coun- 
try, and it was cheerfully made. We owed this 
to the memory of our fathers; we owed this to 
our generous constituents, who would give their 
lives to preserve the Union in its primitive purity; 
we owed it to humanity to prevent our land from 
being torn in civil strife and drenched in fraternal 
blood. We have discharged every duty that 
honor, patriotism, and fidelity to our people de- 
manded. In short, we have done everything but 
surrender the liberties of our people. This we 
will never do. I, for one, sir, would sooner see 
this Union shattered into atoms, never again to 
| be reunited, than to return to my people, and tell 

them that we had saved the Union, but enslaved 
them. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, in contemplating the new 
arrangement of the States which now must be 
| made, outstripped the wheel of time, and viewed 
our southern republic as it will be seen in 1864. 
Then the machinery of our government will be in 
full operation and perfected. The most skillful 
mechanist will not be able to detect the slightest 
inequality in its bearings. Its movements will be 
silent, but powerful. Its balance-whee! will be 
African slavery, so well adjusted that its power 
will be irresistible, because its motion wil! be per- 

etual, Then will the southern States be united 





in bonds of perpetual union; then will our peo- 
ple be united in interest, in heart, and sympathy; 
| then wiil we prosper as a people never before have 
|| prospered; because our Jabor will be freed from 
| taxation and the product of that labor will have 
| no competition. 

If, then, we have failed to preserve the Union 
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by making, in the name of our people, every sac- 
rifice except that of their liberties, we will have 
accomplished this much. 

What, Mr. Speaker, will the Republicans of 
this House, when they return to their people, carry 
with them to compensate for the ruin and havoc 
which they have created? To them will belong 
the responsibility of disrupting this once happy 
Union. To them will be attached the awful re- 
sponsibility of exciting thirty million of the hap- 





‘have deprived of his home, driven, by the free 
white lab 


|| of honest toil. 


por people ou God’s earth to forget that they are | 


yrethren, and with all the destructive machinery 
of grim-visaged war, to destroy each other in civil 
strife. On them will fall the curses of millions at 
the North, whose trade they have destroyed, and 
whose homes they have made desolate. It ison 
you, Republicans, will fall the curses of the wid- 
owed mother who can no longer find bread for 
her starving children. Go to your crowded cities, 
not to the gilded palaces of your merchant princes, 
but to the lanes and alleys, and when you hear 
the cries of thousands, frantic with hunger and 
despair, and behold here a mother with her inno- 
cent children clasped around her in the agony of 
death from starvation, and there another tearing 
her bosom because it can no longer afford nour- 
ishment to her dying infant, you will see the re- 
sult of your devotion to your party platform. You 
will have saved your party, but you will have lost 
your country. You il have vindicated your 


, devotion to the negro by disregarding the voice of 


humanity and the decrees of Heaven. Thisis 
what you have already done. If, then, the pros- 
pect of civil war, which you have created, has 
done ail, and much more than all this, what, I 
ask, must be the misery, agony, and death which 
twenty-five million brave people will inflict on 
each other? 

Sir, when the flames of civil war have swept 


over our once happy land, from St. John’s to the || 


me ‘ 1 
when your cities and ours no longer resound with || 


Rio Grande,and from the Atlantic to the Pacific; 


the busy hum of industry, because they will be 
the first victims which the relentless mouths of 
cannon will demand; when our beautiful country, 
where innocence resides and virtue sits enthroned, 
shall return to its primitive occupants—because 
nothing save the hyena can live amid such scenes 
of desolation and death—then you will behold 
the work of your own hands. If you have not yet 
seen enough to make you on before you de- 
clare war on the South, and thus invoke on your 
heads the wrath of humanity and the vengeance 
of Heaven, those of you who survive when it shall 
have been ended, will witness a scene which will 
melt your hearts, though they may be harder than 
adamant. When you are called on to witness the 
procession of ten million mourners, and hear their 
cries for those who have fallen in battle, and hear 
that mighty multitude, with one voice, proclaim 
you the author of all their affliction, you will, in- 
deed, cry that the rocks may hide and the hills 
may cover you from their sight. All this will you 
inflict on your country and yourselves sooner 
than let slavery alone. 

It is an institution for which you are not re- 
sponsible, and about which you know nothing. 
You say itis wrong, and you will put it the course 
of ultimate extinction, because slaves are some- 
times treated with cruelty. That they are some- 
times, but rarely, treated with cruelty, I will 
admit; but such acts are punished by law, and 
»unished by society, with great severity. Still, 

know that there is more humanity, there is more 
unalloyed contentment and happiness, among the 
slaves of the South, than any laboring population 
on the globe. Where else but at the South are 
the laborers nursed when sick, and taken care of 
when they get too old to work? Where butat the 
South is it the interest of capital to provide food 
for the families of laborers when they are young 
and helpless? It then being the interest of capi- 
tal that the slave and his family should be well 
cared for in sickness and in health, what stronger 
reason can be given that he will not be abused? 
It is this interest in his labor that you would de- 
prive him of. 

After you do this, have you not deprived him 
of his home, and all the comforts he now enjoys? 
Will you give him another home, and provide 
him other comforts? You know you will not. 
You will not do this to your neighbors of your 
own race, and the starving poor among you; but 
you will stand by and see the negro, whom you 


| If, then, the merit of your opposition to slaver 

| is that you would abolish an institution whic 

is sometimes oppressive, go home and abolish 
your banking system; go home and destroy your 
| magnificent churches, because some of your min- 
| isters have been bad men; and go home and abol- 
ish the institution of marriage; because I know 
that, for every master who cruelly treats his slave, 
| there are two white men atthe North who torture 


|| and murder their wives. Away, then, with such 


sickly sentimentality. We know that it is not 
because you love the slave, or desire to benefit his 


| condition, that yo uthus war on the South; be- 


| cause, when you have enticed him from his happy 
| home, we have seen you, like the crocodile, 
| mingle your tears with the blood of your victim. 


| We know it is done to keep the northern mind in 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
! 


Your party desire to get rid of slavery, because 
| 


| agitation, never permitting it to settle down on 
| your own productive elements of domestic dis- 
| content. But for this agitation at the North, so- 
| ciety could not stand the shock. The revolution- 
ary element at the North constitutes no part of 
| thatsociety. That element now controls the law- 
making power, and. thus has the semblance of 
| justice for its action. Itis thus that the capital 
of Boston is held subject to its command. 
As to the best means of defense against this 
, mighty power, which knows no control but its 
| will, society at the Northis divided. There are 
those who, to avoid offense, have declined to take 
| part in local elections, as shown by the thousands 
| of slumbering votes in the States east of the Hud- 
son. There are others, who, still having hopes 
| of controlling it, have joined in, and desire so to 
| direct it as to prevent any disaster to themselves 
| orthe country. For several years, they did hold 
the reins of restraint, and so checked its move- 
ments as to preventinjury. But now, it hasburst 
the dams and levees with which you for a time 
| restrained it, and, by its resistless flood, sweeps 
| away and destroys all who oppose it. Commu- 
nities at the North, or even their State govern- 
ments, cannot resist its march. Nothing at the 
South can now resist it, but State sovereignties; 
and each State must throw this protection around 
their people, or they are lost. 
| I have, Mr. Speaker, attempted to show the 
| appreciation of those I represent for the Union. 
| L know of none who would not even rejoice to per- 
| petuate it as it was made by our fathers. I have 
| shown that it was not because they loved the 
| Union less, but their liberties more, that they have 
/made up their minds to leave it, unless you give 
them such guarantees as will insure safety. I have 
| shown you thatthe South has never, though smart- 
| ing under insults and injuries, retaliated, because 
she has observed the restraintsof the Constitution. 
| That instrument has never been wounded by a 
southern hand or agency. It has always been held 
sacred by our eae and now, neal that they 
cannot live peaceably with you of the North, they 
will quietly leave your company. They have 
made no threats; they propose no violence to you. 
In secession they assail no one, threaten no one; 
itis a remedy which is purely defensive, and 
not aggressive, because it is passive and not 
active. 


you say that the moral influence of the world is 
against slavery, and by your contact with it you 
are compromised. We propose quietly to relieve 
you of any contact or association with it. Thus, 
to preserve your refined sensibilities, we propose 
to take slavery out of the Union, and give you 
relief. And now that the cotton States have done 
this, and the border slave States are going to fol- 
low their example, and thus do what you have 
been trying to do for twenty years; you get into 
a violent , and call the gods to witness that 
you will whip us into subission, because we will 
not let you do it in your own way. If you of the 
North would pause and reflect for one moment, 
you would see the ridiculous position in which 
you thus place yourselves before the world. But 
ou will not, you cannot stop. You are impelled 
vee a power which you cannot resist. It is the 
power of England, exerted on the revolutionary 
element of the North, which cannot afd will not 
rmit you to pause, now that the object which 

land so devoutly wishes for is so near its ac- 
complishment. This Union must be destroyed, 


\| Since the declaration of S 
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ia 
i | or England will soon lose her hold on the trade 
or of the North, from every occupation || of Asia. England has made every effort to check 

|| our advancement and development, because she 


| knew we were now her only rivals for commerce. 
ir Robert Peel—made 
in advocacy of the appropriation of $100,000,000 to 
| emancipate the negroes in the West Indies—that 
| ** this was the best investment ever made for the 
| overthrow of American institutions,” England 
has continued to agitate this abolition of slavery 
| with a view of ey ae our power by dividing 
us. England knows that our commercial tonnage 
is greater than her own, and is rapidly increas- 
ing, and that the time for decisive action has 
come. By her gold, as well as by agitating this 
anti-slavery sentiment, she has obtained great 
ascendency over the revolutionary elements of 
the North. No man doubts that vast sums of 
ary age ’s gold, drawn from the attenuated fingers 
of her slaving poor, are sent here to keep alive 
the flames of fanaticism in which alone the po- 
litical salamanders of the North can live. The 
visits of Fred Douglass and William H. Seward 
to. England sometimes become necessary to keep 
alive and excite the sometimes slumbering masses 
of their followers. England, by way of a spur 
to their movements, occasionally confers the honor 
of knighthood on some sable swain, and by way 
of variety insults our minister for the amusement 
of the gentleman from Africa. 

This, sir, is not the result of an abolition senti- 
ment in England, as abundantly shown by her 
unwillingness to force Spain to execute a treaty 
long since made, to abolish slavery in all her pos- 
sessions. Nor is it because she respects the rights 
of men or their freedom; because she is to-day 
engaged in thecooly trade, by which she consigns 
white men to the most cruel and perpetual bond- 
age. But it is because by this means alone she 
can hope to break the power of her most danger- 
ous rival for the trade of the East. Cannot the 
people of the North, now on the verge of the pre- 
cipice, stop one moment for reflection? Would 
it not be better for you to live on terms of equality 
and friendship with those who were once your 
brethren at the South? Can you show in what 
particular England, after she, through your in- 
strumentality, has disrupted this Union, will be 
benefited by trading with you? Are you not 
England’s rivals for most of the goods sold in the 
States? She, you declare by your tariff bill, can 
manufacture the articles which we consume thirty- 
five per cent. cheaper, on an average, than you 
can; and hence you, by that bill, will compel us to 
give you thirty-five cents in every dollar, to ena- 
ble you to meet her at your own factories. 

If this tax should be continued in our new con- 
federacy, the trade of England will be no more 
restricted than it is now. How will it be with 
you? Instead of receiving the thirty-five per cent 
which you propose to give yourselves in this new 
tariff, you will have to pay that much duty. Thus, 
you will receive on all goods sold at the South 
thirty-five cents in every dollar less than you 
would receive if you had not destroyed the Union. 
We, then, being now the consumers of the north- 
ern manufactures, and the North no longer being 
protected in our markets, she will be driven to 
abandon manufacturing only for the northern 
States, except such articles as those where the 
cost of the raw material constitutes the chief ele- 
ment of its manufacture. This is shown more 
conclusively in a correct analysis of the elements 
constituting the cost of manufacture. 

In all manufactures the elements of cost are thus 
enumerated and classified: first, the wages of la- 
bor; second, the interest on capital; and third, 
the value of the raw material—labor forty per 
cent.; capital fifty per cent.; and the raw mate- 
rial ten per cent. is, I believe, is found cor- 
rect, except in coarse fabrics. In such, the raw 
material enters as the chief element of cost, as 1n 
coarse cotton. Our factories, having the advant- 
age of ten per cent. in the cost of cotton, can, for 
this reason, clothe the operatives in the English 
factories; for in such a fabric, the raw material 
constitutes a very | part of its value. 

The English manufacturers but half what 
we pay for labor and capital; and those two ele- 
ments constitute ninety per cent, in cost of the fab- 
riessenthere. You of the North cannot compete 
with them, It is thus that you lose and England 

ins by folly. Again; you can never In- 

Sane England to remain hostile to the South, be- 
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